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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. FARENTHOLD).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 25, 2012.

I hereby appoint the Honorable BLAKE
FARENTHOLD to act as Speaker pro tempore
on this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 17, 2012, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

———————

END OF LIFE CARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker,
our colleague, JIM MCDERMOTT, sent
each of us a letter with a Time maga-
zine cover article by Joe Klein entitled
‘““How to Die.” This article is jarring to
many because it’s an issue that most
would rather not confront. As a result,
there’s a great deal of unnecessary
pain, confusion, and suffering. It masks
one of the most important issues in
health care, which, despite the manu-

factured controversy over ‘‘death pan-
els,” is a rare, sweet spot in the health
care debate. It can improve the quality
of life, in some cases the length of life,
and most importantly we can help peo-
ple understand their circumstances and
get the care that they want. If this
happens, the cost of health care will go
down even as satisfaction and quality
goes up.

For most Americans, the protocols
followed by almost every hospital and
practitioner will be to give the max-
imum amount of the most aggressive
care in end-of-life situations. Espe-
cially if patients have the money or in-
surance, they will be hooked up in
their final stages of life to be resusci-
tated, their ribs cracked, and hearts
massaged. There will be tubes inserted,
chemicals pumped, and defibrillators
will shock people, even if they have no
awareness of what’s going on, other
than that they are being tortured.

When people are given the informa-
tion, resources, and choices, the out-
comes are much different. A telling
story in The Wall Street Journal last
February pointed out how doctors die
differently. These are people with
knowledge and where money is not
usually a consideration. They can get
any health care they want, but as a
group, they regularly choose less in-
tense, aggressive treatment and more
palliative care. They are choosing the
comfort and consciousness of being
with family and friends in awareness
over being hooked up in an ICU and
struggling in their last minutes.

Doctors have a better quality of life,
and it costs less money. Why can’t all
Americans spend their final days like
doctors? The truth is, they can. My
legislation—Personalize Your Health
Care—was developed with leaders in
health care insurance and palliative
care. Patients and doctors alike would
help make sure that patients and other
health care professionals work with pa-
tients to help them understand what

they’re confronting, what their choices
are, determine what works best for
them and their families, and then
make sure that whatever their decision
is, that choice will be honored. Over
ninety percent of Americans agree that
this is the right approach.

There’s an interesting little secret
here that extreme treatments not only
deteriorate your quality of life, but
they’re no guarantee of giving you
more hours to live. Studies have shown
that managing the pain perhaps in the
hospice, along with the love and com-
pany of families in a familiar setting,
in some cases actually leads to pa-
tients living longer. People can actu-
ally enjoy their remaining hours, and
there are more remaining hours to
enjoy.

If most of us were to script our de-
parture, it would probably be to go
quietly in the middle of the night in
the comfort of our own bed. The sec-
ond-best scenario would be to go at
home in that same bed surrounded by
family and friends, comfortable, and
conversing until the end. The least fa-
vored option, I suspect, would be
semiconscious with tubes in our bodies
in an ICU setting with the institu-
tional hum around and strangers bus-
tling about. Is that anybody’s hope for
their final memories? Sadly, that’s the
fate that awaits many people who do
not personalize their health care.

I strongly encourage my colleagues
to look at this bipartisan legislation,
H.R. 1589, and then to do what you can
to have a thoughtful and rational con-
versation about this policy. Let’s mod-
ernize Medicare to give people the care
they want, to find out their choices,
and make sure that those choices are
respected.

We owe it to the American public,
and we owe it to our families and
friends to make sure that every Amer-
ican can have the same high quality of
life in their final weeks as doctors
have.
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HIGH-LEVEL NUCLEAR WASTE

(Mr. SHIMKUS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, on June
6, 2012, I offered an amendment to the
Energy and Water appropriations bill
to do the final scientific study to cer-
tify Yucca Mountain as the repository
for high-level nuclear waste in this
country, and I was joined by a large bi-
partisan amount from this Chamber,
326 ‘‘yes’’ votes, which I appreciate my
colleagues who supported this amend-
ment.

Among those in the Michigan delega-
tion, which has 15 Members, there were
11 ‘“‘yes” votes and only four ‘no”
votes. Why is this all important? Be-
cause what I've tried to do over the
past year and a half is help the edu-
cational process in explaining where
nuclear waste is in this country and
where it should be. We did pass a law
back in 1982. I wasn’t here then. Many
of us were not. Then there were amend-
ments to that law in 1987 that said
Yucca Mountain in Nevada would be
our repository, a long-term geological
repository for high-level nuclear waste.

In Michigan, there are five nuclear
power plants. They are all located
along the Great Lakes. There’s three
on Lake Michigan, one on, I think,
Lake Erie, right next to large bodies of
water. Let’s compare one of those,
Cook, which has high-level nuclear
waste on-site next to Lake Michigan,
to where it should be, which is Yucca
Mountain.

Currently at Cook, there are 1,433
metric tons of uranium of spent fuel
on-site. At Yucca Mountain, which
should be our single repository, there’s
currently none. Again, we started this
in 1982. If it was at Yucca Mountain, it
would be stored 1,000 feet underground.
At Cook, it’s stored aboveground in
pools and in casks. If it was at Yucca
Mountain, it would be 1,000 feet above
the water table. At Cook, the nuclear
waste is 19 feet above the water table.
At Yucca Mountain, it would be 100
miles from the Colorado River where it
is right next to Lake Michigan.
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Yucca Mountain is obviously a moun-
tain in a desert. There is no safer place.

So, as I mentioned, in the vote total
from my colleagues here on the floor,
we addressed this on the floor. We took
a vote, 326 out of 425. That’s a huge bi-
partisan majority.

Where do the Senators stand on this
position? Well, you have three ‘‘yes”
votes and one ‘‘no’ vote. And actually,
the ‘‘no” vote is a very good friend of
mine, a former classmate in the House,
Senator STABENOW of Michigan, who
has voted against moving that nuclear
waste out of her State into a mountain
underneath the desert.

And part of this process is, because it
is now politicized with the majority
leader blocking any movement on
this—elections have consequences;
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they matter—and it’s time to educate
the public throughout the country
about which Senators support moving
nuclear waste out of their State to a
single repository and who does not.
And, unfortunately, my friend Senator
STABENOW is on the list as not being
helpful.

I also have done this numerous
times. I have gone through the whole
country and covered all the Senators
as far as public statements or actual
votes. And as you see, we have 55 Sen-
ators who said, yes, let’s move this to
Yucca Mountain. You would think, oh,
that is a simple majority. It should be
done. But the Senate operates on inter-
esting rules. They have to have 60. We
have 22 who have never taken a posi-
tion, either ‘‘yes’ or ‘‘no’ or any pub-
lic statement. Some of these have
served b'2 years. It’s pretty amazing
that we have such an important issue
pending as this, and the Senate has yet
to get on record. If only five of these 22
would say ‘‘yes,” we could continue to
move forward on addressing our nu-
clear waste issues.

Now, nuclear waste is not just spent
nuclear fuel. It’s World War II defense
waste that might be in Hanford, Wash-
ington. It could be scientific waste that
might be in Idaho or in Tennessee. And
especially after Fukushima Daiichi and
the Blue Ribbon Commission, we have
to have a single long-term geological
repository.

We’ve gone on record in the House.
We passed a law that said it should be
Yucca Mountain in Nevada. It’s time
for the Senators to get past their lead-
ership and do what’s in the best inter-
est of this country and their own indi-
vidual States.

———

THE SECOND AMENDMENT IS NOT
LIMITLESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY) for 5 minutes.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, 2 nights
ago, six people were shot inside of 15
minutes in my home city of Chicago.
Seven more victims were killed just
last weekend by gunfire, including two
16-year-old boys. In Chicago, this year
alone, over 200 people have been killed
in shootings. And nationwide, every
day, 34 people are killed by guns.

In the hours following the horrific
tragedy in Colorado, we paused to re-
flect and send our prayers to families
grieving an unimaginable loss. But now
is the time to have a national discus-
sion about how to stem these epidemic
levels of gun violence.

I wish this tragedy in Aurora were an
isolated incident, but it seems to be
part of a recurring pattern: 19 people
were shot, and eight were killed in
Tucson in 2011; 29 people were shot, and
13 died at Fort Hood in 2009; 21 people
were shot, and five were Kkilled at
Northern Illinois University in 2008;
and 17 people were wounded, while 32
people died at Virginia Tech in 2007.

When will we have enough? When will
we stand up and say we may not be
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able to stop every crime, but we can
stop some of them and at least mini-
mize the damage of others?

The gun lobby doesn’t want us to
have this conversation. First, they ac-
cuse anyone who tries to spark a na-
tional debate about how to mitigate
gun violence with exploiting the deaths
of innocent people. Yet no one was ac-
cused of exploitation when, after Hurri-
cane Katrina, we discussed how to im-
prove FEMA’S emergency response, or
after a deadly salmonella outbreak,
when we debated how to improve public
safety.

After such national tragedies, society
should engage in a discussion about
how to address and potentially prevent
such tragedies from happening again.
We might not all agree; but this is a
democracy, and this is how public pol-
icy is made.

Next, the gun lobby seeks to stymie
debate by arguing that guns don’t kill
people, people Kkill people. I don’t buy
this argument. I don’t buy that there’s
nothing we can do to stop criminals
and the mentally ill from killing if
they want to. Sure, we can’t stop them
with 100 percent certainty; but we can
make it a lot harder for would-be as-
sassins.

We can ensure every gun is purchased
after a background check, rather than
only 60 percent of guns, as is the cur-
rent case. And we can reduce the fatal-
ity rate by banning assault rifles and
high-capacity magazines that are de-
signed exclusively for killing dozens of
people at once.

Finally, the gun lobby tries to argue
that any attempt to regulate gun ac-
cess is an attempt to restrict all gun
access. This is simply not true.

There is such a thing as common-
sense, middle-ground gun reform, and
most gun owners support it. Eighty-
one percent of gun owners support re-
quiring a background check on all fire-
arm purchases.

Yet 40 percent of U.S. gun sales are
conducted by private sellers who are
not required to perform background
checks. These private sellers operate at
gun shows where anyone can walk in
and buy whatever gun they want. Con-
victed felons, domestic abusers, the se-
verely mentally ill, and even people on
the terrorist watch list can—and do—
go into gun shows and buy any gun
they want.

Ninety percent of all Americans also
support strengthening databases to
prevent the mentally ill from buying
guns. But, sadly, 10 States have still
failed to flag a single person as men-
tally ill in the national background
check database, and 17 other States
have fewer than 100 people listed as
mentally ill. Over 1 million disquali-
fying mental health records are still
missing from the database.

Finally, we must have a conversation
about getting assault weapons and
high-capacity magazines, machines de-
signed exclusively for Kkilling people,
off the streets. When you have a 100-
round clip on your gun, you are not
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protecting your home. You are hunting
people.

Let’s be clear, this is not about re-
stricting anyone’s Second Amendment
rights. The Supreme Court has ruled
and made clear the right of Americans
to own guns. But while reaffirming the
Second Amendment, the Court was
careful to note that the amendment is
not limitless. Justice Scalia explained
in Columbia v. Heller that ‘‘like most
rights, the Second Amendment is not
unlimited. It is not a right to keep and
carry any weapon whatsoever in any
manner whatsoever and for whatever
purpose.”

Can we stop every shooting? No. But
can we reduce their frequency and
deadliness? Absolutely. Can we do it
while still respecting the Second
Amendment? Of this I am certain. But
the first step toward keeping dan-
gerous guns out of the hands of dan-
gerous people is to begin the conversa-
tion. Let’s break the silence, stop the
violence, and start that conversation.

————

UNIVERSITY RESEARCH
REGULATORY BURDENS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, as chair-
man of the Science, Space, and Tech-
nology Subcommittee on Research and
Science Education, I have seen Federal
overregulation stifle research univer-
sities.

Earlier this year, the National Re-
search Council of the National Acad-
emies released its report entitled, ‘‘Re-
search Universities and the Future of
America: Ten Breakthrough Actions
Vital to Our Nation’s Prosperity and
Security.” This report examined Fed-
eral regulatory burdens on America’s
research universities.

On June 27, the Research and Science
Education Subcommittee held a hear-
ing on that report and whether regu-
latory red tape stifles scientific re-
search. I asked our witnesses how we
can enhance university scientific re-
search capabilities. Their responses are
instructive:

Mr. Chad Holliday, chairman of the
National Academies Committee on Re-
search Universities testified:

Federal policymakers and regulators
should review the costs and benefits of Fed-
eral regulations, eliminating those that are
redundant and ineffective, inappropriately
applied to the higher education sector, or
impose costs that outweigh the benefits to
society.

Dr. John Mason, Auburn University
associate provost and vice president of
research, testified:

A comprehensive review of policies and
regulations is perhaps the most important in
this report. Streamlining the process, reliev-
ing unnecessary and costly administrative
burdens, and coordinating research priorities
among disparate Federal agencies will invig-
orate research universities exponentially.

Dr. Jeffrey Seemann, Texas A&M
University chief research officer and
vice president for research, testified:
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Federal agencies and Federal regulators
must reduce and/or eliminate unnecessary,
overly burdensome, and/or redundant regu-
latory and reporting obligations for univer-
sities and their faculty in order to maximize
investments more directly into research pri-
orities and allow faculty time to be opti-
mally utilized.

Dr. Leslie Tolbert, University of Ari-
zona senior vice president for research,
testified:

The growing burden of compliance with the
increasing numbers and complexity of Fed-
eral regulations consumes increasing
amounts of time and money, leaving less for
more direct support for research.
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Finally, Dr. James Siedow, vice pro-
vost for research at my alma mater,
Duke University, testified that re-
search universities have been subjected
to a:

Growing number of research-related com-
pliance regulations that have flowed down
from Federal agencies over the past 10 to 15
years. In that regard, the research-related
and quality assurance costs to Duke between
2000 and 2010 rose over 300 percent. This per-
ceived piling on of new reporting require-
ments has led to negative responses on the
part of faculty, who see more and more of
their time being committed not to actually
carrying out the funded research but to a
myriad of mundane administrative duties.
The extreme to which some of these regula-
tions have gone of late seems well beyond
that needed to accomplish the original regu-
latory ends.

Consistent with their views, the Na-
tional Academies recommended:

Reduce or eliminate regulations that in-
crease administrative costs, impede research
productivity, and deflect creative energy
without substantially improving the re-
search environment.

I asked our witnesses to identify spe-
cific regulations to amend or repeal.
They are preparing their lists. I look
forward to receipt of their rec-
ommendations and working to repeal
counterproductive red tape that does
more harm than good.

According to the National Acad-
emies, if we successfully cut wasteful
regulations, we:

can reduce administrative costs, enhance
productivity, and increase the agility of re-
search institutions. Minimizing administra-
tive and compliance costs will also provide a
cost benefit to the Federal Government and
to university administrators, faculty, and
students by freeing up resources and time to
support education and research effort di-
rectly. With greater resources and freedom,
universities will be better positioned to re-
spond to the needs of their constituents in
an increasingly competitive environment.

Mr. Speaker, America’s research uni-
versities are essential to America’s sci-
entific innovation. If we clear the red
tape from their path and free them up,
they will produce the fundamental re-
search that fosters American
exceptionalism and, equally important,
results in economic growth and jobs.

TRIBUTE TO REVEREND JAMES
LIGHTFOOT
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes.
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Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, it saddens me today to rise to
pay tribute to the late James Light-
foot, pastor of the Mount Zion Mis-
sionary Baptist Church in Houston,
Texas, who lost his life just a few days
ago.

I am delighted I had the opportunity
to visit Pastor Lightfoot and his
church on their 44th anniversary. It
was an exciting time, and he looked
forward to the celebrating of the 44th
year of his pastoral leadership of that
church, as he started in 1968. I am
gratified to salute this distinguished
gentleman and distinguished Amer-
ican. He used faith in a way of service
not only to his parishioners and to
those whom he lead as a shepherd, but
to those outside those bricks and mor-
tar.

He concentrated on philosophy and
ministry. That was his concentration
at Southwestern Seminary. He com-
pleted a master’s in education at Texas
Southern University. He holds a Mas-
ter of Divinity from Houston Graduate
School of Theology, and a Doctorate of
Ministries from the Austin Pres-
byterian Theological Seminary. At
Houston Graduate and Austin Pres-
byterian the emphasis was on the phil-
osophical implications of ministry as it
affected the culture of today. He has
done advanced training at Texas
Southern University and Houston
Graduate School of Theology in coun-
seling. He did an internship at Bellaire
Columbia General in their Rapha Unit.

He served as a lecturer in church ad-
ministration in the Central Baptist
Convention and teaches pastoral min-
istry. He was a conferee to the Transi-
tional Church—Church Conference/
Southern Baptist Convention. And as
well, he was honored to serve as third
vice president to the Independent Gen-
eral District Sunday School and BTU.

He was a gentleman that uses faith
to be of service. He deals with the phil-
osophical implications of peace and
justice, issues for today’s church. How
important that is when so many people
are hurting. In the backdrop of the
tragedy of Aurora, it is imperative that
our faith leaders are engaged in our
community and pray for their deliver-
ance.

I am delighted to say that he also
worked with young people. He was a
kind spirit. He was a charitable spirit.
He was a professor at LeTourneau Uni-
versity—that’s how much he cared for
young people—where he taught Bible
and Family. He was likewise an ad-
junct professor. He served on the may-
or’s affirmative action committee. He
served as the chairperson of a Black
Ministries Committee of the Union
Baptist Association. As well, he has
served in many civic and community
affairs. As I indicated, he always had a
summer program for young people who
needed a place to come. He always had
a smile on his face. He was always joy-
ful. And, of course, he was a wonderful
husband to his wonderful and devoted
wife.
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He had the privilege of speaking to
over 20,000 persons in January of 1992,
where he spoke to the Baptist General
Convention of Texas—Evangelism Divi-
sion, to an attendance of over 20,000
persons. And in January of 1992, he was
guest preacher for the Mississippi Bap-
tist State Evangelism Conference and
delivered the Martin Luther King, Jr.
Day sermon at the Austin Presbyterian
Seminary, his alma mater.

What I would like to say most of all
is that, beyond the accolades that he
got on the outside, he was an out-
standing human being, an outstanding
minister, an outstanding civic leader,
someone who continued to serve his
community even during his time of ill-
ness. You never noted a lack of cheer-
fulness in Reverend Lightfoot. And in
the early stages of his illness, I had the
opportunity to visit him at home. And
again, what a cheerful, believing per-
son who loved America and served
America in his capacity, and that was
as a faith leader who believed in all
persons, reached beyond his doors,
helped build a beautiful new sanctuary
on that same street, Homestead, did
not move, continued to serve the com-
munity, and was known as a light to
all.

My sympathies to Velma Mitchell
Lightfoot, his wife, and his beautiful
children and his eight grandchildren,
and being a great-grandfather as well.
The diversity of his training has led
him to be that light, that servant, that
special person. I believe it is appro-
priate to pay tribute to James Light-
foot who remains, even in death, a
light to us all because of the great his-
tory and the great legacy he has left.

May God bless him, God bless his
service, and I know that he would want
me to say that God bless his most won-
derful and most great Nation, the
United States of America.

Pastor Lightfoot, may you rest in
peace.

———

HONORING PAUL RODGERS
PIERCE, JR.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. WESTMORELAND) for 5
minutes.

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker,
I have come to the floor today to honor
Mr. Paul Rodgers Pierce, Jr., for his 25
years of service to the State Theatre of
Georgia and the Springer Opera House.

Paul was born on January 19, 1953, in
Anniston, Alabama, to Mr. and Mrs.
Paul R. Pierce. He attended East Rome
High School and graduated from the
University of Georgia in 1977. After
graduation, he developed his passion
for theater through working as an
actor, director, designer, and booking
manager on a number of national tour-
ing productions, such as the American
Repertory Theater, Flat Rock Play-
house, and Circuit 21 Playhouse. Fol-
lowing his time on tour, he accepted
the position of associate artistic direc-
tor at the American Repertory Theater
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under the guidance of Mr. Drexel Riley,
who was not only his mentor, but his
friend.

Paul’s adventures led him across the
country when he accepted the position
of managing director of Virginia’s
Wayside Theater, and then as artistic
director of the Harbor Playhouse in
Corpus Christi, Texas. Thankfully, his
travels led him back to Georgia, where
he became the artistic director of the
Springer Opera House in 1988.

To say Paul was passionate about his
job is an understatement. He expanded
the artistic mission of the Springer
Opera House and took its potential to
new heights. Paul created the Spring
Theatricals, a national touring com-
pany that reaches over 60 American
cities annually. He hired Ron Anderson
and created the Springer Theatre Acad-
emy that mentors and develops over
16,000 children and families through the
year-round character education pro-
gram. With Paul’s additions, the audi-
ence of Springer has nearly tripled, and
the bar for artistic excellence in the
community has been held to a higher
standard.
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Paul has not only improved the artis-
tic standards in the community, but
the physical appearance of the Spring-
er Opera House as well. Paul oversaw
the National Historic Landmark Thea-
tre’s $12 million renovation in 1998 and
has campaigned for over $11.5 million
for the construction of the McClure
Theatre for children’s programs and
education.

In his 25 years, Paul has helped put
the Springer Opera House on the map.
In 2008, the Georgia Council for the
Arts declared it one of Georgia’s top-
ranked art institutions. Paul has
served on with State Theatre of Geor-
gia as producing artistic director with
distinction and dedication and con-
tinues to further his mission through
the pursuit of selfless innovations to
improve the quality of life for the citi-
zens and community of Columbus,
Georgia

I'm proud to stand here today to
honor and thank Mr. Paul Rodgers
Pierce, Jr., for all he has done for the
great State of Georgia, the city of Co-
lumbus, and all the children and fami-
lies he has touched. Paul’s devotion
and commitment to theater is an inspi-
ration to us all, showing us that with
passion and hard work you can make a
difference and leave a legacy that will
never be forgotten. Thanks, Paul.

————————

START WINNING THE WAR ON
MILITARY SUICIDE BY ENDING
THE WAR IN AFGHANISTAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, more
than 2,000 U.S. troops have been killed
in the line of duty in Afghanistan. Un-
fortunately, that dramatically under-
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states the human cost of this war, a
war that is now nearly 11 years old.

A recent Time magazine cover story
details the silent killer of our brave
servicemembers—the tragically high
suicide rate among Iraq and Afghani-
stan veterans and other members of
the service. The article describes how
one Army helicopter pilot, who had
flown 70 missions in Iraq over 9
months—70 missions over 9 months—
waited on the phone for 45 minutes to
speak to the Pentagon crisis line when
he was in severe distress. The last com-
munication his wife received from him
was a text in which he said, ‘‘Still on
hold.” Several hours later, she found
him in their bedroom with a fatal gun-
shot wound to the neck.

A second victim, an Army doctor who
wasn’t deployed to Iraq or Afghanistan,
wrote an email to his wife minutes be-
fore hanging himself. It read:

Please always tell my children how much I
love them, and most importantly, never,
ever let them find out how I died.

Mr. Speaker, we can no longer deny
the devastating mental health impact
of repeated deployments, of continued
exposure to explosions, horror, carnage
and destruction. Of course, in an insti-
tution like the U.S. military that val-
ues courage and toughness, there’s a
reluctance to admit to depression and
anxiety.

Sometimes that manifests itself in
the worst possible ways. For example,
one Army major general wrote an
angry diatribe on his blog about the
selfishness of troops who Kkilled them-
selves or were leaving others to ‘‘clean
up their mess.”” He admonished:

Act like an adult, and deal with your real-
life problems like the rest of us.

It’s about time, Mr. Speaker, that we
lost that attitude because we’re losing
brave Americans at a terrifying clip. In
fact, according to the Time article,
more soldiers have taken their own
lives than have died in Afghanistan.
While veterans make up 10 percent of
the adult population, they account for
20 percent of the suicides.

We are starting to see more aware-
ness of this problem, thank Heavens.
Secretary Panetta says the right
things, but it’s time to back up rhet-
oric. It’s time to back it up with more
resources because the fact is only 4 per-
cent of the Pentagon’s medical budget
is devoted to mental health, about the
same amount that we spend on the Af-
ghan war every day and a half. We
spend $2 billion a year to treat service-
members suffering from psychological
trauma, but we spend $10 billion a
month on the war that is the root of
much of that trauma in the first place.

Even if the Afghanistan war ended
tomorrow, Mr. Speaker, so much dam-
age is already done. We would still be
left with a huge crisis that will require
more resolve than we are seemingly
prepared to muster. I would expect
every Member who has enthusiastically
supported this war to just as eagerly
support what it takes to fight the sui-
cide epidemic this war has caused. It’s
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time to stop the bleeding to make sure
our heroes are removed from the con-
flict that is inflicting so much damage.
We can start winning the war on sui-
cide by ending the war in Afghanistan.
Let’s bring our troops home now.

————
NATASHA’S STORY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
Natasha’s life changed because she was
the prey of a sexual predator.

Here’s the beginning of her dramatic
story:

In 1993, I was violently raped, sodomized
and robbed at gunpoint by an unknown as-
sailant. When I escaped and thankfully found
myself in my apartment, my roommate in-
sisted that I go to the hospital.

I agreed to wait for an ambulance, even
though my first instinct was to take a show-
er. I'm so grateful today that I made that
choice to go to that hospital.

Mr. Speaker, Natasha is one of many
victims of this barbaric and dastardly
crime. According to information re-
leased by the Centers for Disease Con-
trol, nearly one in five women in Amer-
ica has been raped at some point in
their lives. As both a former prosecutor
and a judge in Texas, I was involved
with the criminal trials of rape cases
for 30 years.

I learned firsthand the devastation
that sexual assault victims experience,
and I understand and learned that sex-
ual assault does not just physically
harm the victim; it harms their entire
being both physically, emotionally,
and mentally; and the pain sometimes
lasts forever. Mr. Speaker, rapists try
to steal the soul from their victims,
and they try to destroy the self-worth
of victims, and sometimes they do.

One of the most critical pieces of evi-
dence for rape trials is the rape Kit, a
tool that gathers forensic evidence, in-
cluding DNA evidence, to link the rap-
ist to the crime. But, unfortunately,
rape Kkits often languish in evidence
rooms across the United States, some
untested for years, some discarded be-
fore ever being tested, and some gather
dust so long that the statute of limita-
tions on the crime of rape has expired
and the criminal can never be pros-
ecuted. This ought not to be.

Mr. Speaker, Natasha’s story did not
end in that cold hospital examination
room. She says further:

Ten years later, in 2003, I received a call
from the New York City District Attorney’s
office. My rape kit, which unbeknownst to
me had been sitting on a shelf for almost 10
years, had at last been finally processed. I
had long since reconciled the fact that my
perpetrator would never be held accountable
for his actions. But now there was hope.

After a long trial, Victor Rondon was tried
before a jury of his peers in 2008 and was
found guilty on all eight counts of violent
assault against me. He’s in jail now for a
long time. The best part for me is that he
can never hurt anyone else.

My rape kit sat on a shelf for many years.
It was not just a number in a police depart-
ment. My rape kit was me—a human being.
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Every rape kit that sits on the shelf some-
where is a human being.

Mr. Speaker, Natasha’s story human-
izes rape Kkits ignored in evidence
rooms throughout the country. Vic-
tims of sexual assault deserve justice,
and their perpetrators deserve to be
punished by courts and juries in Amer-
ica.

Stories like Natasha’s compelled
Congresswoman CAROLYN MALONEY
from New York and me to introduce
the Sexual Assault Forensic Evidence
Registry Act, the SAFER Act, in the
House, and Senators CORNYN and BEN-
NET to introduce the same bill in the
Senate. This bill would allow existing
funds to be used to provide grants to
States and localities to audit their
rape kit backlog and also would call
upon the Attorney General to create an
Internet-based rape kit registry for
sexual assault evidence testing. Esti-
mates of untested rape kits are as high
as 400,000 in America according to
Human Rights Watch.
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According to the DOJ’s National In-
stitute of Justice, 43 percent of the Na-
tion’s law enforcement agencies don’t
even have a computerized system to
track forensic evidence, either in their
inventory or after it is sent to a crime
lab. The SAFER Act would allow
criminal evidence to be prosecuted and
processed, and these do-bads to be held
accountable for their dastardly deeds.

Mr. Speaker, the insensitive say
there’s no money for these exams,
these rape Kkit tests. Well, Congress
needs to find the money. Maybe, in-
stead of sending money to foreign
countries to help them, keep some of
that money in America to help Amer-
ican rape victims like Natasha. Help
them get justice. Because, Mr. Speak-
er, justice is what we do in America.

And that’s just the way it is.

———————

FEDERAL RESERVE
TRANSPARENCY ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, later today, we will vote on
H.R. 459, the Federal Reserve Trans-
parency Act of 2012. Because this legis-
lation comes to us on the suspension
calendar, it will require a two-thirds
vote in favor of passage.

I rise today in support of a full audit
of the Federal Reserve. I have thought
for many years that there’s too much
secrecy and too much power vested in
our Federal Reserve. This is an effort
that I first joined in June of 1991, in the
102nd Congress, when I cosponsored a
bill introduced by Congressman Phil
Crane of Illinois to audit the Federal
Reserve.

Even back then, before our most re-
cent major financial recession, Con-
gressman Crane’s bill had 56 bipartisan
cosponsors. That support has grown
over the years, and in the 111th Con-
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gress, the last Congress, Congressman
RoN PAUL’s ‘“‘audit the Fed” bill gath-
ered an overwhelming 320 cosponsors
from both parties. Now that support, I
believe, is at 270 in this Congress.

Thomas Jefferson was one of our
Founding Fathers who was concerned
about putting too much power into a
central bank, and he wrote in a letter
in 1816 ‘‘that banking establishments
are more dangerous than standing ar-
mies.”” That was not me; that was
Thomas Jefferson.

Listen to what people are saying
about this bill today from both ends of
the political spectrum.

Matt Kibbe, president and CEO of
Freedom Works, said:

Many economists have found that the cen-
tral bank’s loose monetary policy played a
major role in the current economic crisis. It
is more crucial than ever that the Federal
Reserve’s monetary decisions be examined.
Without a comprehensive audit, we will
never know how the Fed is manipulating our
money behind closed doors.

The National Taxpayers Union, one
of our most respected organizations,
said:

American taxpayers deserve to know more
about the workings of a government-sanc-

tioned entity whose decisions directly affect
their economic livelihood.

Arnold Kling, an author and scholar
at the Cato Institute, said:

If an audit were to uncover serious flaws
and decisions made by the Fed, it is difficult
to see why we are better off remaining igno-
rant of such flaws.

Journalist and columnist Rick San-
chez said:

For an entity that wields so much power,
we know relatively little about the Fed.
Would you trust an unknown banker to de-
cide what happens with your paycheck every
week? Why do we accept this for our coun-
try?

And Brent Budowsky, a very liberal
political opinion writer, wrote in sup-
port of an audit and said:

In my years of experience in politics,
media, and business, I have learned that se-
crecy is usually the enemy of common sense,
fairness, and sound policy.

Another liberal economist, the fa-
mous John Maynard Keynes, said this:
There is no subtler, no surer means of

overturning the existing basis of society
than to debauch the currency.

And a very conservative—one of the
most respected conservative econo-
mists, F.A. Hayek, said this:

When one studies the history of money,
one cannot help wondering why people
should have put up for so long with govern-
ments exercising an exclusive power over
2,000 years that was regularly used to exploit
and defraud them.

I have heard over the years, Mr.
Speaker, people say that we need to
have a Federal Reserve and a Federal
Reserve system in order to prevent de-
pressions and recessions. Well, that is
certainly a very, very dumb statement
to make because the Federal Reserve
was created in 1913, and 16 years later,
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in 1929, we started our greatest depres-
sion. I think we have had more reces-
sions and more downturns in the econ-
omy since the Federal Reserve was cre-
ated than we ever had in the entire his-
tory of our country before that system
was created.

I’'m not saying that it is a bad system
or that it’s wrong to have some type of
Federal Reserve system, but it cer-
tainly is one that deserves more atten-
tion from the Congress. And surely, it
is one that has too much secrecy and
too much power in this day, and at
least the Congress needs to look into it
more than it has since that system and
that board was created.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 45
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

——
O 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

We give You thanks, O God, for giv-
ing us another day.

As we begin the 15th year since that
terrible day, we ask Your blessing once
again upon the families of Officer
Jacob Chestnut and Detective John
Gibson. We ask as well Your protection
for the entire Capitol Police corps, who
mourn the loss of their brothers in uni-
form. Thank You for calling them all
to their lives of service.

Please hear our prayers for the Mem-
bers of this assembly upon whom the
authority of government is given. Help
them to understand the tremendous re-
sponsibility they have to represent
both their constituencies and the peo-
ple of this great Nation of ours. This is
a great but complex task. Grant them
as well the gift of wisdom to sort
through what competing interests
might exist to work a solution that can
best serve all of the American people.

Finally, give each Member peace and
equanimity. And give all Americans
generosity of heart to understand that
governance is not simple, but difficult
work, at times requiring sacrifice and
forbearance.

May all that is done within the peo-
ple’s House this day be for Your great-
er honor and glory.

Amen.

——————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
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ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

————————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. MCINTYRE)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. MCINTYRE led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for 1l-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

————
HOUSE REPUBLICANS HAVE
ACTED, PRESIDENT REMAINS

AWOL ON SEQUESTRATION

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, defense sequestration is a
very real danger that will threaten our
national security, put our brave men
and women in uniform at risk, and de-
stroy up to 1 million jobs across our
country. Sadly, the President avoids
action on this extremely important
issue.

House Armed Services Committee
Chairman BUCK MCKEON has recently
been quoted in Politico saying:

We’re overdue for guidance from the ad-
ministration on how they interpret the law
and plan to implement sequestration me-
chanically.

Last May, House Republicans voted
to prevent sequestration by passing
legislation which replaces these drastic
defense cuts while maintaining a
strong national defense. Additionally,
one week ago today, the House passed
the Sequestration Transparency Act
with an overwhelming bipartisan vote
of 414-2, which holds the administra-
tion accountable for these cuts. I urge
the President and Senate to act before
it’s too late and hundreds of thousands
of hardworking Americans lose their
jobs.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

————

IT°’S TIME TO HOLD FEDERAL
RESERVE ACCOUNTABLE

(Mr. KUCINICH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KUCINICH. On a day Congress
will decide whether to audit the Fed,
The Washington Post reports that the
New York Fed ‘‘did not communicate
in key meetings with top regulators
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that British bank Barclays had admit-
ted to Fed staffers that it was rigging
Libor,” the index which sets interest
rates worldwide.

The Fed wants to be spared a full
audit. They want monetary delibera-
tions private. Then they use that pri-
vacy shield to keep irregularities from
regulators and from congressional
view, exposing investors and consumers
to massive losses.

Of course the Fed wants to continue
a system where there is no trans-
parency, no accountability, where they
can cover up manipulations of markets
and interest rates. But should we en-
dorse this system? When things fall
apart, who do the banks come to clean
up the mess? Congress.

The Fed creates trillions of dollars
out of nothing and gives it to banks;
Congress is in the dark. The Fed sets
the stage for the subprime meltdown;
Congress is in the dark. The Fed takes
a dive on Libor; Congress is in the
dark. The Fed doesn’t tell regulators
what’s going on; Congress is in the
dark.

It’s time to bring the Fed into the
sunshine of accountability. Vote for
the audit.

———

NIGERIAN TERRORISM

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to bring attention to recent at-
tacks by the Boko Haram terrorist
group in Nigeria. Attacks in Nigeria’s
Plateau state on July 7 and 8 left 198
families displaced, 88 people dead, and
187 houses burnt.

On July 8, during the mass funeral
for the victims, they were attacked.
Two serving members of the National
Assembly—Gyan Dantong and Gyang
Danfulani—were also Kkilled. Boko
Haram took credit for the attacks,
stating in their release that Christians
“will not know peace again’’ if they do
not accept Islam.

Madam Speaker, these attacks are
acts of terrorism performed by a ter-
rorist group against innocent Chris-
tians. It’s time the State Department
labels Boko Haram for what it is—a
foreign terrorist organization. We must
not be afraid to identify and confront
attacks of terrorism wherever they
might be.

Our prayers are with the innocent
victims as they mourn the loss of their
loved ones.

——
FLIGHT SAFETY AND PILOT
TRAINING SAFETY REFORMS
FROZEN

(Ms. HOCHUL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. HOCHUL. Madam Speaker, on
February 12, 2009, Flight 3407 crashed
into a house in my district, killing all
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the passengers and an individual in his
home. Out of that devastation, there
was a spirit that actually united this
Congress in enacting flight safety and
pilot training rules that would have
prevented the crash. The families never
gave up and are eagerly awaiting the
final implementation of those poten-
tially life-saving rules.

Sounds like a happy ending, doesn’t
it? And yet this week, because the
House Rules Committee refused to
allow my amendment to protect those
specific rules, we are at risk of losing
all those hard-fought, bipartisan safety
reforms.

With the so-called ‘‘Regulatory
Freeze Act,” these reforms would sim-
ply die. Some who voted for them in
the past now call them job Kkilling. I
call them people saving.

Listen, I know we need to end over-
burdensome regulations on small busi-
ness and farmers—I get it. But there’s
a commonsense way to do it. But to
freeze all government regulations—all
of them—regardless of the health and
safety of our citizens is over the top
even for this town. This only proves
that Washington is broken and we need
to fix it. This country deserves a better
Congress.

MOUNTAIN HOME BOMB SQUAD
GLOBAL WORLD SERIES CHAM-
PIONSHIP

(Mr. CRAWFORD asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. CRAWFORD. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today to recognize the Mountain
Home AAA 1l-year-old baseball team
for winning the Global World Series
Championship earlier this year.

During the 4-day, 24-team tour-
nament, the Mountain Home Bomb
Squad suffered a first round loss, but
went on to win six straight games. In
the championship game, they defeated
the Missouri Wildcats 10-1. This cham-
pionship is a great source of pride for
the entire Mountain Home, Arkansas,
community.

I'd like to commend the team man-
ager, Dr. Eric Arp, and Coaches Tony
Dibble and George Sitkowski for their
leadership on the 1ll-and-under Global
World Series Championship. Addition-
ally, I would like to recognize players
Garrett Steelman, Austin Mize, Clay-
ton McManness, Luke Dibble, Sam Arp,
Bradley Ludwig, Austin Helms, Luke
Jackson, Jordan Anderson, Will
Sitkowski and Luke Kruse for their
leadership as well.

Now that the Bomb Squad has
brought a Global World Series trophy
home to Mountain Home, I have no
doubt that the players will set new,
even higher goals to achieve.

Congratulations once again to the
Mountain Home Bomb Squad and the
entire Mountain Home community for
their Global World Series victory.
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PROTECT THE RIGHT TO VOTE

(Ms. CHU asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. CHU. Few things are as sacred as
the right to vote. Generations have
fought, bled, and died so that you and
I can have a voice in our democracy.
This is why we must guard against
measures that take this away, like the
Chinese Exclusion Act of 1882, which
prohibited all Chinese immigrants
from becoming naturalized citizens so
that they would not be able to vote. It
lasted 60 years, until 1943, preventing
people who’d lived in this country for
decades from exercising their voices.

Laws like this, poll taxes, or literacy
tests, should be a thing of the past in
America. Every U.S. citizen, no matter
what their background, should have ac-
cess to the polls. But today, State gov-
ernments across the country are enact-
ing laws making it much harder for as
many as b million Americans to vote,
requiring, for instance, photo IDs for
grandmothers who voted for years but
no longer drive.

When barely half of Americans vote,
we should not be erecting more bar-
riers to democracy. We should be re-
moving obstacles. We must protect the
right to vote.

WHY FOCUS ON RED TAPE?

(Mr. HULTGREN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. HULTGREN. Madam Speaker, on
Monday I hosted a jobs fair in the west-
ern suburbs of Chicago with several of
my colleagues. Over 1,500 jobseekers
showed up.

I’ve visited with more than 100 north-
ern Illinois business owners since I en-
tered Congress. In each factory tour
and office visit I ask: What would it
take for you to create one more job,
just to hire one more person? The an-
swer is always the same: Cut red tape.

The reality is 60 to 80 percent of all
new jobs come from small businesses.
Red tape throws an unfair burden on
small businesses and paralyzes job cre-
ators. It has led to the least number of
business start-ups in decades.

There’s a reason we focus so much on
rolling back red tape here in the House.
It’s jobs.

——
GROUP A STREP INFECTIONS

(Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York.
Madam Speaker, I rise today to raise
awareness of group A strep infection. A
series of tragic events within my dis-
trict have brought this pressing health
situation to my attention. One of my
constituents, Stephen Sweetman, a
dedicated fireman, contacted my office
after the deaths of his mother and his
2-year-old son.
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Sean died just days after originally
presenting with invasive strep A symp-
toms last February. After flying to
New York for Sean’s wake, Mr.
Sweetman’s mother died of group A
strep infection just 14 days after her
grandson. Both were originally
misdiagnosed with a stomach bug.

While medical diagnosis presents
enormous challenges, especially for
rare diseases, I am deeply concerned
with the medical misidentifications
which led to these terrible deaths. Re-
cently, several of my colleagues and I
sent a letter to the Appropriations
Committee asking that we focus on
this issue.

I hope that we can come together to
raise awareness for group A strep infec-
tions.

———

OBAMACARE COSTS—CBO
CONFIRMS

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, the
Congressional Budget Office came out
with its report yesterday, their latest
analysis of the President’s health bill,
and what it confirms is there are flaws
in the law.

CBO reports that this $1.6 trillion
program will cost individuals and busi-
nesses $56 billion more than was ini-
tially estimated. CBO says that the
health premiums that they already
predicted would increase by $2,100 now
will increase even more. CBO estimates
that 11 million people who currently
have employer-based coverage will sim-
ply lose their health plan.

The President said we could keep our
coverage, but under the law, employers
are dropping coverage, and premiums
are simply increasing, which drives up
the cost of health care for everyone.
And remember, historically, the CBO
greatly underestimates their analyses.

We need to repeal this law and re-
place it with commonsense solutions
that simply increase competition in
the marketplace and places the con-
sumer, not the government, in charge
of health care.

——
GRANT AFFECTED STEEL WORK-
ERS ELIGIBILITY FOR COM-
PENSATION

(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HIGGINS. Madam Speaker, an
alarming number of former employees
at Bethlehem Steel in western New
York are now suffering from cancer
and other diseases due to radiation ex-
posure as a result of having unknow-
ingly worked with and around uranium
during the Cold War.

After a multiyear fight, and thanks
to the determination of workers and
their families, those who were em-
ployed at the site from 1949 to 1952 are
eligible for $150,000 in compensation for
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their injuries. However, the cutoff at
1952 is arbitrary because no serious
mitigation was undertaken until 1976.

Madam  Speaker, those workers
should also be eligible for just com-
pensation. I am working with our Sen-
ators to urge the Centers for Disease
Control and the National Institute for
Occupational Safety and Health to
meet with these workers, hear their
stories, and finally grant them eligi-
bility for just compensation.

———————

LEAD, FOLLOW, OR GET OUT OF
THE WAY

(Mr. PALAZZO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PALAZZO. Madam Speaker,
President Obama’s failed economic
policies have brought us more than 41
months of consecutive record unem-
ployment. My State of Mississippi and
the Nation are starving for jobs. In
Mississippi, we like jobs and we want
more jobs, not less.

However, this President has been
AWOL, absent without Ileadership,
when it comes to protecting and pro-
viding for our economic and national
security, both of which are under as-
sault by this President and the ‘‘do
nothing’’ Democrats in the Senate.

What keeps me up at night is the fear
of sequestration. Sequestration, if al-
lowed to go into effect, is irreversible,
irresponsible, and will cost America 1
to 2 million jobs. Sequestration will af-
fect every community in every State in
the Nation for the worst.

Our economic and national security
are symbiotic of one another. We must
have a strong economy to provide for
our national defense, and a strong mili-
tary to protect our economy. The
American people do not want this ad-
ministration to harm our economic and
national security any more than it al-
ready has. Stop sequestration now.

I say to the President, it is time to
lead, follow, or get out of the way.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair.

———

HONORING THE SERVICE OF
DONNA OTTAVIANO

(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CICILLINE. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to honor a superb public
servant, Dr. Donna Ottaviano, who has
served as the Superintendent of
Schools for the Town of North Provi-
dence since 1981.

Families in North Providence have
benefited greatly from Dr. Ottaviano’s
experience, dedication and, leadership.
The entire school district, including
faculty, staff, students, and parents,
are sad to see her leave.

Access to a quality public education
is a cornerstone of ensuring that our
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country and my home State of Rhode
Island will succeed in the years ahead.
Making sure our young people have ac-
cess to the best education possible is
critical.

I know that Dr. Ottaviano’s vast ex-
perience, extraordinary dedication, and
professionalism will serve her well in
her new position with the East Bay
Educational Collaborative and benefit
Rhode Island schools from Newport to
Woonsocket.

I congratulate Dr. Ottaviano on her
new appointment, wish her well, and
thank her for her dedicated service.

SOUNDING THE ALARM ON
SEQUESTRATION

(Mr. RIGELL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. RIGELL. Madam Speaker, I join
my colleagues this morning to sound
the alarm of a serious threat facing our
country, one that has been addressed
by this body and now awaits action by
the Senate and the President. It is not
an external threat, but one that is to-
tally within our control. Known as se-
questration, this sharp severe cut to
our defense budget can and must be
stopped.

The warnings from the Secretary of
Defense and each of our service chiefs
must be heeded. The Chief of Naval Op-
erations, Admiral Greenert, described
it this way. He said the cuts would do
‘“‘severe and irreversible damage’ to
our Navy.

Madam Speaker, where is the Presi-
dent’s outrage at this prospect? Where
is his leadership in his role as Com-
mander in Chief?

The House passed legislation which
would stop the cuts. My amendment to
the National Defense Authorization
Act requires the Senate to address it
head-on.

Madam Speaker, we’ve led. I truly
believe that we’ve taken action to stop
the cuts. The irrefutable truth is that
the same is not true of the Senate and
the administration.

Now, we have time to do what is
right, but that time is short. I call on
the President and the Senate to do
what is right: to lead, to lead by exam-
ple, to bring us together as a nation to
stop the cuts. We must look to the fu-
ture and shape the future, not look be-
hind us.

———
0 1220
JOBS AND TAXES

(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BACA. Madam Speaker, the
American people need a tax plan that
will help grow the middle class and cre-
ate jobs right here in the United
States.

The American people want jobs to
take care of their families. Sadly, the
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Republicans are holding the tax breaks
for 98 percent of Americans hostage so
that they can prevent millionaires and
billionaires from paying their fair
share of taxes. The Bush tax cuts for
the ultra rich have failed to create any
new jobs. They must be allowed to ex-
pire. Instead of working together on a
bipartisan tax plan to strengthen our
economy, Republicans are pushing for
a plan to balance the budget on the
backs of seniors and the middle class
and to end Medicare as we know it by
turning it into a private voucher sys-
tem.

Congress must stop protecting bil-
lionaires at the expense of Medicare
and the middle class. Let’s work to-
gether. Let’s work together on a bipar-
tisan plan that will cut taxes for 98
percent of Americans, that will protect
Medicare and that will create jobs
right here in the United States.

————

IN RECOGNITION OF CARSON
BAIRD

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, as cochair of the Ca-
reer and Technical Education Caucus, I
rise to recognize Mr. Carson Baird on
his retirement from Penn State Uni-
versity’s Learning Factory.

Carson Baird’s background in motor-
sports started in racing while he proud-
ly served in the United States Army.
Following his service, he went on to
hold the International Motor Sports
Association Championship, three man-
ufacturer championships, and three
driver championships, having raced in
classics such as the 24 hours of Day-
tona and the 24 hours at LeMans.

Since 1994, Carson Baird has served
as supervisor of the Learning Factory,
supporting the mission to bring the
real world into the classroom by pro-
viding engineering students with
hands-on experience through industry-
sponsored projects. Carson Baird
helped oversee an expansion of the
Learning Factory that doubled its size,
and in 2006, he was part of a team hon-
ored with the National Academy of
Engineering’s Gordon Prize for ‘‘Inno-
vations in Engineering Education.”

Carson Baird has applied his motor-
sports background to assist nearly 700
students on 150 projects that span 13
majors and engage students in five col-
leges.

I commend Mr. Carson Baird on his
vision and dedication to tomorrow’s
engineers, and I wish him the best in
his retirement.

——
NATIONAL YOUTH SPORTS WEEK

(Mr. MCINTYRE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MCINTYRE. Madam Speaker, as
founder of the Congressional Caucus on
Youth Sports, I rise to commemorate
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the National Youth Sports Week we
celebrate and to recognize 50 million
children who participate in youth
sports.

It is fitting this year that National
Youth Sports Week falls on the eve of
the Summer Olympic Games, because
many Olympians, like Andy Roddick,
Misty May-Treanor, Ryan Lochte, and
Sanya Richards Ross, all began their
careers as young athletes. Sports can
make a difference in a child’s life. Stu-
dent athletes make better grades, they
get in less trouble, and they are less
likely to be obese. Sports can build
character and teach values like sports-
manship, teamwork, civility, respect,
and discipline.

We cannot recognize the players
without thanking the coaches and vol-
unteers who mentor these Kkids, folks
like my chief of staff, Dean Mitchell;
my pastor, who is here today, Matt
Rich, with whom my son Stephen has
coached; and all the many others who
give their time and their efforts to help
our young people.

Not all youth athletes grow up to be
Olympians, but youth sports can shape
the lives of all of us and make us better
citizens, whatever our callings in life.
May God grant that none of us are ever
too busy to help a child.

And I leave you with a final thought:
Go Team USA!

——————

THE DARK SPECTER OF
SEQUESTRATION

(Mr. WEST asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. WEST. I spent 22 years of Active
Duty service in the United States
Army. One of the things that seriously
concerns me is this dark specter that
hangs over our country right now that
is called ‘‘sequestration.”

It would mean that we will hollow
out our military force: that we would
have the smallest ground force since
1940, the smallest Navy since 1915, the
smallest number of fighter aircraft
that we’ve ever had since the creation
of the modern United States Air Force.

This morning, at the Army Aviation
Caucus breakfast, I sat between two
distinguished fliers. One was the com-
mander of the 160th Special Operations
Aviation Regiment. Another was Chief
Warrant Officer Ford. Between the two
of them, they had almost 40 deploy-
ments into combat zones. Also at that
breakfast this morning was a former
cadet of mine, now Lieutenant Colonel
Dave Almquist, a distinguished master
aviator in the United States military.

Our men and women are watching
us—the men and women who are the
best and the brightest that this coun-
try can produce. But as well, our en-
emies are watching us to see what we
will do to our United States military.
Let us learn the lessons from post-
World War I, post-World War II, and
post-Korean War. Let’s not gut our
United States military. Let’s own up to
our responsibilities in article I, section
8.
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WE NEED A FARM BILL NOW

(Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to request the
House of Representatives be allowed to
vote on the 2012 farm bill. With many
of the provisions of the previous farm
bill set to expire on September 30 and
with only 13 legislative days scheduled
between now and then, we cannot af-
ford delay.

Whether it’s from Mother Nature or
market prices, our farmers face an in-
credible amount of uncertainty. We
cannot allow this Congress to be an-
other cause for concern. Farmers in In-
diana and throughout our -country
don’t have time for political games.
They have a Nation and a world to feed
and an economy that relies on them to
be all-star performers and to increase
productivity every single year.

Mr. Speaker, bring the farm bill to
the floor now. If not, let’s stay here
through all of August, all of Sep-
tember, all of October, all of Novem-
ber, and all of December until we get
this work done. There is no excuse for
not having a vote on the farm bill. We
need a farm bill now.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would remind Members that they
are to address remarks to the Chair.

———

LET’S WORK TOGETHER TO FIGHT
AIDS

(Ms. BONAMICI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. BONAMICI. This is an important
week for the United States as we host
the International AIDS Conference for
the first time in 22 years.

Decades ago, our country made the
shameful decision that no one who is
HIV positive could enter our borders.
With the President’s lifting of that ban
and a greater attention to the AIDS
crisis, along with the advent of drugs
that help those with HIV live longer,
we are approaching what we should
have always been—a global leader in
the fight against AIDS.

Countless Oregonians have been af-
fected by AIDS. I've personally lost
friends to AIDS, and as of June 30,
more than 5,600 people in Oregon were
living with HIV. It’s time to eliminate
the stigma associated with HIV/AIDS
and to focus on prevention, treatment,
and care.

The participants of the conference
this week show immense dedication to
the fight against HIV and AIDS, both
in the U.S. and abroad. Congress should
have the same dedication. Funding for
prevention and treatment programs is
crucial, as is funding for medical re-
search and drug development.

We’ve come a long way, but there is
still a lot of work to do. I urge my col-
leagues to join me. Speak out. Help to
end the stigma. Let’s work together to
fight AIDS.
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HAPPY 75TH BIRTHDAY, SPAM

(Mr. WALZ of Minnesota asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. I rise today
to honor southern Minnesota’s own
Hormel Foods for its 756 years of pro-
ducing its world-renowned, iconic prod-
uct—SPAM.

Entrepreneur George Hormel opened
up his meat processing plant in 1891 in
Austin, Minnesota, but it was his son
Jay who came up with the idea of
canned spice ham. Thus, in 1937, SPAM
was born. SPAM served an essential
role in World War II. Over 100 million
pounds of SPAM were sent to the Euro-
pean front to aid the war efforts. After
the war, SPAM’s popularity soared
globally. Over 7 billion cans have been
sold.

Since the inception of SPAM, Hormel
has always kept its company’s roots in
southern Minnesota, providing thou-
sands of good-paying jobs and economic
stability for middle class folks in Aus-
tin. Hormel also has a rich history of
giving back. They’ve partnered with
organizations to provide food for mal-
nourished children around the world.
In partnership with the University of
Minnesota and the Mayo Clinic, they
opened the world-renowned Hormel In-
stitute, which gave us Omega-3 and -6
fatty acids in cancer reduction.

SPAM is an important part of our
history. It played an essential role in
feeding our troops, in creating jobs,
and it has become an iconic American
product. So, today, I honor Hormel’s
past, and I look forward to their fu-
ture. Happy 756th birthday, SPAM.

——
O 1230

EVERYONE GETS A TAX CUT

(Mrs. MALONEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. MALONEY. Madam Speaker,
there seems to be some misunder-
standing on the other side of the aisle
on the tax cuts that the Democrats are
now proposing.

Yes, we want to cut taxes for the
middle class. We think that it is crit-
ical for our economic recovery. We also
want to cut taxes for everyone else, in-
cluding the most fortunate, but only
on the first $250,000 of their earnings.
On that portion of their earnings, they
will receive the exact same tax cut as
the middle class. But if we hope to seri-
ously address the issue of long-term
deficits and debt, we can’t do it by
spending cuts alone.

According to the nonpartisan fact-
checking organization FactCheck.org,
in 2009 Federal tax rates were the low-
est level in 30 years. Let’s make one of
those hard choices the other side of the
aisle likes to talk about. Let’s extend
the middle class tax breaks, but let the
tax cuts for the most fortunate expire
and use every bit of that revenue to
help pay down the deficit and get our
economy moving in the right direction.
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KEEP OUR NATION SAFE

(Mr. ROONEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. ROONEY. Madam Speaker, keep-
ing our Nation safe is our most impor-
tant responsibility under the Constitu-
tion as Members of Congress.

When we talk about sequestration,
we’re really asking are we really going
to shirk that responsibility, are we
really going to cut national defense
and force our country to grow weaker
and weaker over the next 10 years. If
we don’t prevent these massive cuts,
we’ll be left with our smallest ground
forces since 1940, fewest ships since
1915, and our smallest Air Force in our
history.

Our Secretary of Defense says these
cuts would be devastating and would
seriously damage readiness. Does any-
thing else we really do here matter if
we knowingly let our defenses down, if
we aren’t ready to be able to defend
ourselves?

If there’s wasteful spending in the
Pentagon budget that we could cut
without impacting national security,
then we should do so. I led the fight to
kill the extra engine for the F-35 Joint
Strike Fighter program, saving tax-
payers billions of dollars. The White
House doesn’t dispute the impact of
these cuts, but won’t put forward an al-
ternative. The Majority Leader of the
Senate won’t schedule a vote on the
House bill, but won’t introduce a plan
either. We have to do something to
avoid these massive cuts to keep our
country safe.

DISENFRANCHISING VOTERS

(Mr. ELLISON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker,
State legislatures all across the coun-
try are passing photo ID laws that
could strip millions of Americans of
their right to vote. Students, commu-
nities of color, low-income individuals,
and seniors are particularly at risk of
being disenfranchised.

As just one example, in March this
year, a World War II veteran in Ten-
nessee was denied the right to vote be-
cause he did not have an ID that
matched his assisted living address. In
Minnesota, which is considering a mis-
guided constitutional amendment on
photo ID, 215,000 registered voters don’t
have a driver’s license or ID card with
a current address on it; and if it passes,
it will disenfranchise all of them.

Why put these hundreds of thousands
of voters at risk? Proponents claim
fraud, but there’s not any fraud. Voter
fraud is already illegal, and the number
of confirmed cases is insignificant sta-
tistically. There are only a tiny num-
ber of cases. For this, we're going to
disfranchise literally millions of peo-
ple?
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CANCER FREE LABEL ACT

(Mr. DEUTCH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mr. DEUTCH. Madam Speaker, we all
know that wearing sunscreen, quitting
smoking, or steering clear of asbestos
can reduce our cancer risk. Yet, car-
cinogens are all around us, and expo-
sure to these cancer-causing agents can
be found in everyday products and in
the food we eat.

For the most part, consumers are
kept in the dark with no way to know
for sure whether the makeup they use
or the food they eat contains known
carcinogens. It’s time to help con-
sumers choose safer products for them-
selves and for their loved ones. That’s
why today I'm introducing the Cancer
Free Label Act. My bill will give com-
panies the chance to market to con-
sumers the fact that the products that
they make are free of carcinogens.

Just as consumers refused to buy
baby products laden with BPA and
nearly wiped this chemical from the
shelves, the Cancer Free Label Act will
use market-driven forces to drive
change. By passing the Cancer Free
Label Act, we can give families across
America the opportunity to avoid can-
cer-causing agents. And by promoting
healthier choices, we will even be able
to save lives.

———

DOMESTIC TERRORISM

(Mr. MORAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MORAN. Madam Speaker, I ap-
preciate the moment of silence that we
extended the victims of the Aurora,
Colorado, massacre yesterday. But the
more telling silence is this body’s re-
fusal to address the issue of gun con-
trol. As a result, a comparable number
of Americans will be killed by firearms
every day. There are 10,000 homicides by
firearms in America every year, 19 times the
number of firearm deaths in all civilized coun-
tries combined.

Today is the anniversary of the
shooting deaths of two of our Capitol
policemen. We responded to those
killings with remorse and even more
heartfelt condolences after our col-
league Gabby was shot, but 60 more
multiple murders have been committed
since then.

Thirty-two innocent students at Vir-
ginia Tech were massacred, and Vir-
ginia’s legislative body actually weak-
ened the State’s gun control laws, sug-
gesting that the fault was with the stu-
dents because they weren’t carrying
firearms themselves. A similar com-
ment was made by a Member of this
body after the Aurora Kkillings that
there should have been a shootout in
that darkened theater.

This is domestic terrorism, Madam
Speaker. We ought to stop being so soft
on such crime. If this shooting had
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been committed by foreign terrorists,
we’d send the marines out after them,
but foreign terrorists don’t buy their
weapons from dealers who are members
of the NRA.
ANNOUNCMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would like to remind all persons
in the gallery that they are here as
guests of the House and that any mani-
festation of approval or disapproval of
proceedings is in violation of the rules
of the House.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on the motion to suspend the
rules on which a recorded vote or the
yeas and nays are ordered, or on which
the vote incurs objection under clause
6 of rule XX.

Any record vote on the postponed
question will be taken later.

———

PRESIDENT OBAMA’S PROPOSED
2012-2017 OFFSHORE  DRILLING
LEASE SALE PLAN ACT

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, I move to suspend the
rules and pass the bill (H.R. 6168) to di-
rect the Secretary of the Interior to
implement the Proposed Final Outer
Continental Shelf Oil & Gas Leasing
Program (2012-2017) in accordance with
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act
and other applicable law.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 6168

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘President
Obama’s Proposed 2012-2017 Offshore Drilling
Lease Sale Plan Act”.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) OCS PLANNING AREA.—Any reference to
an ‘“‘OCS Planning Area’ means such Outer
Continental Shelf Planning Area as specified
by the Department of the Interior as of Jan-
uary 1, 2012.

(2) PROPOSED OIL AND GAS LEASING PROGRAM
(2012-2017).—The term ‘‘Proposed Final Outer
Continental Shelf Oil & Gas Leasing Pro-
gram (2012-2017)’ means such plan as trans-
mitted to the Speaker of the House and
President of the Senate on June 28, 2012.

SEC. 3. REQUIREMENT TO IMPLEMENT PRO-
POSED OIL AND GAS LEASING PRO-
GRAM (2012-2017).

The Secretary of the Interior shall imple-
ment the Proposed Final Outer Continental
Shelf Oil & Gas Leasing Program (2012-2017)
in accordance with the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.), other
applicable law, and the schedule established
by such proposed program for conducting oil
and gas lease sales in OCS Planning Areas in
specified years as set forth in the following
table:
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Proposed
Final Pro-
gram for 2012-
2017 Lease S Year
Sale Schedule

Sale No.
229 Western Gulf of Mexico
227 Central Gulf of Mexico
233 Western Gulf of Mexico
225 Eastern Gulf of Mexico
231 Central Gulf of Mexico .
238 Western Gulf of Mexico
235 Central Gulf of Mexico .
246 Western Gulf of Mexico
226 Eastern Gulf of Mexico
241 Central Gulf of Mexico .
237 Chukchi Sea .................
248 Western Gulf of Mexico
244 Cook Inlet ..............
247 Central Gulf of Mex:
242 Beaufort Sea

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentlewoman from Massachusetts (Ms.
TSONGAS ) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members may have 5 leg-
islative days in which to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous materials on the bill under con-
sideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

The bill we are now considering, H.R.
6168, is a very simple bill. It would im-
plement President Obama’s proposed
offshore drilling lease plan for the
years 2012 to 2017.

Late yesterday, the House debated
H.R. 6082, the Congressional Replace-
ment of President Obama’s Energy Re-
stricting and Job-Limiting Offshore
Drilling Plan. These bills contain two
distinctly different offshore drilling
plans, and the House will have an op-
portunity to choose which one allows
for more American energy production
and more American job creation, and
which one continues to lock up Amer-
ica’s resources.

This debate is occurring during the
60-day mandatory review period pro-
vided for under section 18 of the Outer
Continental Shelf Lands Act, which re-
quires a President to submit his pro-
posed plan to Congress for review. He
must submit it to Congress before it
can take effect. This 60-day clock
started ticking on June 28 when Presi-
dent Obama’s plan was submitted to
the House and to the Senate.

Madam Speaker, I am the official
sponsor of this bill to implement Presi-
dent Obama’s plan. I introduced this
bill with the specific purpose of allow-
ing the people’s House to officially go
on record as either endorsing the Presi-
dent’s plan or registering its opposition
to it.

O 1240

Now, while I'm the bill’s sponsor, I
am going to vote against this bill. I op-
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pose the President’s plan. It’s
step backwards for American
production and for job creation.

Madam Speaker, President Obama
likes to give speeches claiming support
for offshore drilling; however, I have
observed his actions while in office are
180 degrees different than his rhetoric.

When President Obama was sworn
into office in January 2009, nearly all
of our offshore areas were newly open
to American energy production. This
was the result of the public outrage in
the summer of 2008 over $4 gasoline
prices that resulted in the Federal Gov-
ernment lifting the two moratoria that
blocked energy production off both the
Atlantic and the Pacific coasts. The
will of the American people was clear:
For the sake of family budgets, for
small businesses, and for our economy,
we must produce more American en-
ergy in America to lessen our depend-
ence on hostile foreign sources.

So when President Obama took of-
fice, there was an offshore energy plan
to conduct lease sales in new areas
that were no longer under the mora-
toria. Instead of seizing this oppor-
tunity to vastly increase American en-
ergy production, the President tossed
that plan aside and delayed and can-
celed these sales, including a sale
scheduled for 2011 that would open a
section offshore of the Commonwealth
of Virginia.

The Obama administration has spent
the last 3% years slowly writing a plan
that takes our country backwards, a
plan that effectively reimposes the
drilling moratoria that were lifted in
2008. The President’s proposed plan
keeps 85 percent of our offshore areas
off-limits to energy production. The
Atlantic coast, the Pacific coast, and
parts of the Arctic are all kept under
lock and key under his plan.

His plan absolutely opens no new
areas for drilling. As an example, after
delaying the Virginia lease sale in 2011,
the President doesn’t even include it in
his proposed plan. Under President
Obama, then, the absolute earliest that
the Virginia lease sale could happen is
2017. That’s 6 years after it was sched-
uled to take place.

In total, the President’s proposed
plan only includes 15 lease sales. Ac-
cording to the nonpartisan Congres-
sional Research Service, this means
that this President has the distinction
of offering the lowest number of lease
sales over a b-year plan since this pro-
gram began, since this legislation es-
tablishing the review. Madam Speaker,
that’s worse than even Jimmy Carter’s
record.

During the several hours of debate
yesterday, there was little defense of
the President’s limited and weak off-
shore plan. In fact, a great deal of time
was expended by the other side trying
to change the subject, rather than en-
dorse or defend the President’s offshore
plan. I think that shows just how out
of touch and unacceptable this plan
really is.

Today we will hear the deliberately
misleading claim that the President’s

a giant
energy
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proposed plan opens 75 percent of the
known offshore resources. That is sim-
ply not true, Madam Speaker. It was
meant to provide political cover for a
failed record on offshore drilling. The
cold hard facts are the President is ef-
fectively reimposing a moratorium on
85 percent of our potential resources
offshore of America’s coasts.

An attempt might be made to claim
that the bill doesn’t represent the
President’s plan. Madam Speaker, it
couldn’t be more black-and-white. This
bill exactly replicates the offshore
lease sales scheduled in the President’s
proposed plan, both by location and by
the sale year. H.R. 6168 is the Presi-
dent’s plan.

Now, just last week, Secretary of the
Interior Salazar wrote that President
Obama’s offshore plan is what the
‘““American people have asked for.” In
reality, the American people want in-
creased American energy production
and new and more American jobs. The
President’s proposed plan fails to de-
liver on both, American energy produc-
tion and American jobs.

So by voting against this bill—which
I will do, even though I am the sponsor
of it—Members of Congress can stand
up for the American people and reject
the President’s no-new-drilling, no-
new-jobs plan.

We can and we must do better. And
that is precisely why we had the de-
bate, and we will have a vote later on
today on H.R. 6082, the House plan.

So with that, Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. TSONGAS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I would like to thank our ranking
member, Mr. MARKEY of Massachu-
setts, for his forceful advocacy on this
issue.

I rise today in strong support of H.R.
6168, legislation that would support the
President’s proposed Offshore Drilling
Lease Sale Plan for 2012-2017. This
plan, which has been developed over
the past few years with extensive pub-
lic input, is a responsible way to in-
crease domestic production of oil and
gas while still protecting our delicate
and vital ocean environment.

Contrary to Republican claims that
the plan would restrict domestic pro-
duction and hurt jobs, the President’s
proposed plan would actually open 75
percent of offshore oil and gas re-
sources to development. Where there
are resources, the land is being
opened—75 percent. In fact, domestic
production of oil is at an 18-year high,
and gas production is at an all-time
high under President Obama.

At the same time that the Presi-
dent’s plan includes new leasing, it also
protects many of our most important
ocean environments from drilling, such
as Georges Bank and other vital fishing
areas off the coast of my State, Massa-
chusetts. Georges Bank is a valuable
public resource that has been central
to our region’s rich cultural heritage,
economy, and identity.
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For years, these waters have been at
the heart of the New England fishing
industry and have historically been one
of the country’s most productive fish-
ing grounds. Income from Massachu-
setts fisheries has been valued at ap-
proximately $350 million annually, and
Georges Bank is a key part of this ma-
rine ecosystem. Allowing oil and gas
drilling on Georges Bank would threat-
en to destroy these rich fishing
grounds and could have a devastating
effect on the Massachusetts economy.

But the benefits of the President’s re-
sponsible plan go well beyond just pro-
tecting Massachusetts. This plan would
also protect Bristol Bay in Alaska from
drilling. Bristol Bay, as many know, is
one of Alaska’s most pristine fishing
grounds and the source of much of the
salmon that we consume here in the
United States.

The decision to keep these areas off-
limits was based on local recommenda-
tions and a lack of infrastructure and
oil spill preparedness. If we open this
fishing ground to oil drilling, the im-
pact could be felt across our country.

The Republican plan would also re-
quire just one environmental review
for every new lease offered in the At-
lantic, Pacific, or Bristol Bay, without
taking into account the uniqueness of
each of these locations. While I cer-
tainly understand the desire to stream-
line these reviews, requiring one blan-
ket review for the entire country is not
the answer.

The harsh climate of Alaska is infi-
nitely different than that of the Gulf of
Mexico or the Gulf of Maine. It is im-
portant to know the conditions of each
site before drilling is started or we
could face another disaster like the
2010 BP Deepwater Horizon spill from
which the Gulf Coast States are still
recovering.

So I call upon my colleagues to sup-
port the President’s responsible off-
shore leasing plan and vote in favor of
H.R. 6168. Our support of the Presi-
dent’s plan is support for the fishermen
in Massachusetts and throughout the
United States.

I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, I am very pleased to
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN), a member of
the Natural Resources Committee and
a subcommittee chairman.

Mr. LAMBORN. Madam Speaker, this
bill we are considering under suspen-
sion simply codifies President Obama’s
offshore drilling plan for the next 5
years. It’s a simple bill and a simple
vote: What do you choose for America’s
future?

The Congressional Replacement Plan
we debated yesterday will harness
America’s vast offshore resources in
both existing and new areas in a re-
sponsible way. Our plan is the right
plan to keep the United States com-
petitive and to develop the resources
that American families and American
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businesses need. It will generate more
revenue for the taxpayers, more en-
ergy, and more jobs.

What does the Obama plan under this
suspension vote have to offer? No new
areas for energy development and the
lowest number of lease sales in the his-
tory of the 5-year program, according
to Congressional Research Service. Is
that really the plan you think is best
to move our Nation forward and gen-
erate high-paying jobs?

Look at this bar graph. This shows
what was going on under President
Jimmy Carter 30 years ago. This 5-year
plan program has been going for more
than 30 years, and the 15 lease sales
you see at the end of the graph is the
lowest in the history of the 5-year pro-
gram. If you remember, during Jimmy
Carter’s administration, we had gaso-
line shortages. You could go to the gas
station and buy gas if your license
plate ended in an odd or even number,
depending on the day of the week. We
should not have the lowest number of
lease sales in the history of our coun-
try.

The Obama 5-year plan is the you-
cannot-build-it plan; you cannot build
new infrastructure for energy. It tells
the people of Virginia that they cannot
build new rigs and explore new areas of
the Outer Continental Shelf regardless
of the bipartisan support of the Gov-
ernor, Senators, and Representatives of
Virginia. The President’s plan says you
cannot build anything new, essentially
reinstating a moratorium on the Pa-
cific and Atlantic Outer Continental
Shelf. The President’s plan locks up 85
percent of our Nation’s nearly 2 billion
acres of Outer Continental Shelf re-
sources.

Production on Federal lands, accord-
ing to the Energy Information Admin-
istration, is down under the Obama ad-
ministration.

I heard something earlier about nat-
ural gas production is up. That’s on
private lands primarily because of
fracking.

We need to get Federal lands pro-
ducing again, and the Obama b5-year
plan is not the plan to do that. The
Congressional Replacement Plan is. We
should vote for more American energy
and vote for more American jobs. So
vote against this suspension bill and
vote in favor of the Congressional Re-
placement Plan.

Ms. TSONGAS. Madam Speaker, the
number of lease sales don’t translate
into more drilling on these leases nec-
essarily. Oil companies already hold
leases in the Gulf of Mexico that are
sitting idle that contain nearly 18 bil-
lion barrels of oil, according to the In-
terior Department. Oil companies
should begin drilling on those leases
before asking to threaten Massachu-
setts and other coastal States with new
drilling.

Now I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. MORAN).

Mr. MORAN. Madam Speaker, I
thank my friend and colleague from
Massachusetts.
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Madam Speaker, I support President
Obama’s proposed offshore drilling
lease plan. I will vote for it, but I sus-
pect that it will garner little support,
and that’s the reason why it was sched-
uled for consideration today. But un-
like the Republican majority in the
House who favor drilling above all else,
Interior Secretary Salazar and Presi-
dent Obama are acting more respon-
sibly in a balanced fashion.

Their 5-year leasing plan attempts to
balance the full range of public and pri-
vate interests. Their b-year leasing
plan attempts to ensure that our coast-
al waters will continue to be a shared
public resource. They were never
meant to be the exclusive domain of
the oil and gas industry.

Introducing drilling in new areas, as
the gentleman from  Washington
State’s bill would do, will disrupt es-
tablished industries like commercial
fishing and beach tourism. There is no
question about that. And there is no
need to rush forward and open our en-
tire coast to drilling when 75 percent of
our offshore oil and gas resources are
already available for drilling. In fact,
more oil is in production today under
the Obama administration than at any
time during the last 14 years. And more
of the public’s lands and waters have
been leased for drilling today than at
any previous time in American history.

Onshore, 0il companies hold leases on
more than 73 million acres of the
public’s land, though they choose to
keep 45 million of those acres inactive.

Offshore, more than 37 million acres
of the Outer Continental Shelf have
been offered for lease, although the oil
industry has bid on less than 10 percent
of these new available leases. As of
June 1 of this year, there were 1,980 ro-
tary drilling rigs operating on U.S.
lands and waters, more than all other
countries combined.

Now, the President’s plan does open
up areas in the Beaufort and Chukchi
Seas off Alaska’s northern coast to oil
and gas development. I do have strong
misgivings that adequate safeguards
have been established to respond to a
future oil spill disaster in these seas
because drilling will be done in a harsh
environment in a remote area where
disaster response capabilities are ex-
tremely limited and could be com-
promised by severe weather conditions,
which in fact are the norm up there.

But I am in strong agreement that
the 2012-2017 plan excludes lease sale
220 that covers waters in the Mid-At-
lantic, especially off the coast of Vir-
ginia. In addition to commercial fish-
ing interests and tourism, lease sale 220
threatens military readiness, our na-
tional security interests, and it inter-
sects shipping lanes for the Atlantic’s
two busiest commercial ports—Hamp-
ton Roads and Baltimore. The U.S. At-
lantic fleet is based at the Norfolk
Naval Base and operates in these very
same waters that the President wants
to protect. He wisely proposes simply
postponing o0il and gas development
primarily for that purpose.
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According to a report issued by the
Office of the Deputy Secretary of De-
fense for Readiness, there should be no
lease sales in 72 percent of the proposed
220 lease area since it is in conflict
with live ordnance, air surface missile/
bomb and gunnery exercises, shipboard
qualification trials, carrier qualifica-
tions, and follow-on testing and evalua-
tion. An additional 5 percent would
interfere with aerial operations and
shouldn’t host permanent surface
structures.

In summary, 78 percent of proposed
lease sale 220 that the President wisely
postpones would be in areas that con-
flict with our national security needs;
and a good deal of the remaining 22
percent would be within the shipping
lanes to the ports of Hampton Roads
and Baltimore.

Madam Speaker, our coastal waters
are a shared resource that host a num-
ber of competing and sometimes in-
compatible uses. In the interest of the
oil and gas industry, and to perpetuate
a myth that somehow we can drill our
way to lower gasoline prices and en-
ergy independence, the Republican ma-
jority is demonstrating a disregard for
our other economic interests and the
livelihood of millions of Americans em-
ployed in the fishing and tourism and
national security sectors. Their liveli-
hood is needlessly placed at risk in a
drilling-above-all-else policy.

So I encourage my colleagues to sup-
port the President’s balanced legisla-
tion and reject the other drilling bill
that is on the floor today. The Presi-
dent is trying to do the right thing,
and he should be supported. The other
bill will have unintended, unforeseen,
but inevitably adverse consequences to
our economy.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, I am very pleased to
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Louisiana (Mr. LANDRY), a Representa-
tive of a coastal State and a very im-
portant member of the Natural Re-
sources Committee.

Mr. LANDRY. Madam Speaker, the
rhetoric here just does not meet the
facts. Our energy policy in this country
has continued to fail us because we
have spent money in areas that are
getting us no results. We know that to
lower costs for all Americans, we must
lower their energy bills. We know that
the cheapest form of energy out there
is oil and gas; and yet the President
puts out a bare-bones policy, yet
claims to want to create jobs.

The lowest unemployment rate in
this country exists in North Dakota,
and the reason that unemployment is
so low there is because they under-
stand that drilling equals jobs. Now,
let’s see what’s going on up in the Da-
kotas, because if we would believe what
the gentlemen and ladies across the
aisle would lead us to believe, that the
areas that we would like to open up do
not contain any resources, then they
would believe, as the USGS believed in
2002, that the Marcellus shale in the
Pennsylvania area only contained
about 2 trillion cubic feet of gas.
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Well, today, through the hard work
of Americans and private industry, we
have realized that there are 84 trillion
cubic feet of natural gas. In the Gulf of
Mexico in the 1980s, there was an as-
sessment that believed that only 6.25
billion barrels of oil was located in the
gulf, but yet today, 15.5 billion barrels
have been produced.

Now, the problem is that it takes a
while for private industry to recognize
where these resources are, to be able to
find them, to explore for them and then
to determine how much is in the
ground. And so that takes time. So
what the President does is he takes
those properties, those Federal lands,
those Federal properties, off the table.
It doesn’t allow those companies to go
out and explore to determine whether
or not we can actually be energy inde-
pendent, which everyone here on both
sides of the aisle continues to come up
to these microphones and claim they
want.

Well, we can do that. And all we’re
asking in our plan is that we allow
these properties to be surveyed and
looked at and be made available.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield the gentleman an additional 2
minutes.

Mr. LANDRY. Make these properties
available so that private industry can
come in to determine the amount of re-
serves that can be extracted out of the
ground and given to Americans to re-
duce their overall energy consumption.

So, Madam Speaker, I will tell you
that what the President does is fails
the American people when it comes to
creating jobs and lowering the cost of
energy not only at the gas pump, but in
their electric bills, in the manufac-
turing centers around this country and
in the steel mills. In every sector of
this country that uses energy, the fail-
ure for us to tap into our resources and
to review and get a solid assessment on
the amount of resources available to
the American people is being missed
here.

So I certainly hope that Members
would reject the President’s plan and
take up our plan, which is going to ex-
pand the amount of Federal properties
available to explore for oil and gas and
lower the cost and create jobs for all
Americans.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts will control the time.

There was no objection.

Mr. MARKEY. Thank you, Madam
Speaker, and I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, yesterday, the ma-
jority brought to the floor a bill that
would replace the Interior Depart-
ment’s b-year offshore drilling plan.
Today, the majority is bringing a bill
to the floor that would require the In-
terior Department to conduct the off-
shore drilling plan it is already doing.

Now why would we be taking up a bill
to replace the plan yesterday and a bill
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to implement the plan today? Is it be-
cause the majority is having buyer’s
remorse about their own bill that
would put drilling rigs off of the beach-
es of California, the beaches of Maine,
New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Con-
necticut, New York, New Jersey, Dela-
ware, Maryland, and Virginia? Are
they having remorse putting all those
rigs out there off the beaches with no
new safety procedures adopted post the
BP spill? Overnight, have they had
some regret, conscience stricken, per-
haps that’s not a good idea?

That would be a very hopeful sign, I
think, for all of us who care about the
environment, care about safety and
care about protecting the beaches and
the fishing industries of our country.

Or is it because they were so com-
pelled by arguments that the Demo-
crats made during the debate on the
floor yesterday that they now intend
to reverse their position and actually
support President Obama’s offshore
drilling plan that makes 75 percent of
all of our oil and gas resources avail-
able for drilling while protecting the
east and west coasts?

I don’t think so, because I am quite
certain that the chairman of the com-
mittee intends to vote against his own
bill here today and that the only rea-
son the majority is bringing this bill
up is to defeat it. It appears that the
majority’s dislike of President Obama
is so great and so overwhelming that
they are about to actually vote against
more oil and gas drilling offshore even
in an era where President Obama has
already demonstrated his commitment
to drilling. There are more rigs out
drilling now in the United States than
all the rest of the world combined.
We’re at an 18-year high in production
of oil in the United States. You have to
go all the way back to 1993 to find a
day where there was more oil being
produced on a daily basis than today.
We have reduced our oil dependence—
that is, how much we have to import
from overseas—from 57 percent when
George Bush was President just 4 years
ago down to only 45 percent during the
Obama administration.

Thank you, President Obama. Thank
you for the fantastic job you’re doing
in reducing our dependency upon im-
ported oil. That is something that did
not happen during President Bush’s
years in office. And that’s quite a
record, isn’t it, that we’re at an 18-year
high for oil development? We’re at a
point where we’ve reduced our depend-
ence on imported oil from 57 percent
down to 45 percent just in 3% years
since President Obama was sworn in.
We have more rigs than the whole rest
of the world combined drilling for oil
here in the United States. That is quite
a record, and we thank you, President
Obama, for your excellent job.

But we know what the Republican
majority is trying to do here today.
They’re trying to re-message here that
somehow or other President Obama
hasn’t done a historically good job. The
majority is about to make their own
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history here—rewrite history. They are
so bent on voting against President
Obama that they are going to actually
oppose policy they hold most dear—
more drilling. We appear to have found
the one thing that can stop the major-
ity from voting for drilling over and
over again. This would be like Red Sox
fans rooting against the Red Sox just
because they signed Derek Jeter. All of
a sudden, they would want to not sup-
port them any longer. And the major-
ity is putting this bill on the suspen-
sion calendar today even though we
know they have no intention of sup-
porting it.

So why are we here? Why are we
wasting the time of this House when
there are so many other pressing issues
facing the Nation? We should be focus-
ing on creating jobs for our constitu-
ents, on passing a farm bill that helps
farmers who are being harmed by
drought and taking action on a spend-
ing and tax plan to avert going off the
fiscal cliff of sequestration. But are we
doing any of those things? No, we are
not.

The majority is not only asking us to
suspend the rules to pass this bill, they
are asking us to suspend reality. They
are asking us to suspend the reality
that President Obama has reduced our
dependence on oil from 57 percent down
to 45 percent, that we are at an 18-year
high in oil production in our country,
and that we have 50 percent more float-
ing drilling rigs operating in the Gulf
of Mexico than we did before the BP
spill.

Let me say that again: There are 50
percent more floating drilling rigs op-
erating in the Gulf of Mexico than be-
fore the BP spill, and we have more
drilling going on than the whole rest of
the world combined. The reality is that
President Obama is about ‘‘all of the
above.” That’s his energy plan.

What the Republicans do is they just
keep bringing out things that really
make the oil industry happy but to-
wards the goal of killing the wind in-
dustry and killing the solar industry,
because they’re doing nothing for those
industries. And that agenda is, oh, so
clear. It’s transparently clear what
this agenda is.
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We actually support an ‘‘aye’ vote
on the President’s plan and a ‘‘no’’ vote
on the Republican plan. We should not
be drilling off of the beaches of our
country when 75 percent of all the oil
and gas resources have been made
available and the oil industry hasn’t
even begun in a significant way to cap-
ture all those opportunities.

At this point, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, I am very pleased to
yield 1 additional minute to the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. LANDRY).

Mr. LANDRY. Madam Speaker, I just
wanted to take a moment to discuss
with my good friend from Massachu-
setts some of the statistics that he was
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laying out for the American people
here on the floor.

The problem is that we are lacking
the demand for energy right now be-
cause people are out of work. Because
of high unemployment, people are not
driving back and forth. That means
they’re not utilizing gasoline or en-
ergy. So, he’s right; the amount of oil
that we’re having to import today has
been reduced because people are out of
work.

Now, what happens if—and this is a
big ‘“‘if”’—we can crank this economy
back up and we can do what everyone
here wants to do, and that is to create
jobs? Well, the problem is that, if we
start cranking this economy up and we
don’t have a solid energy policy in
place, gasoline prices are going to rise
and we’re going to end up back in a re-
cession.

So I would like the gentleman from
Massachusetts to join me in saying,
You know what? We’re going to put the
country on a sustainable path. We’re
going to ensure that when Americans
get the jobs that we’re going to help
create here, we’re going to make sure
that the economy can continue.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield the gentleman an additional 30
seconds.

Mr. LANDRY. We're going to ensure
that that economic expansion is going
to last a long, long time.

So again, I would urge the gentleman
to reject the President’s plan. Join us.
Give private industry an opportunity
to see what is out there. Once and for
all, remove the shackles that America
has chained to OPEC and let us be
truly energy independent.

Mr. MARKEY. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

All you have to know about the polit-
ical nature of this bill—and the next
bill that we’re going to be voting on
that allows for drilling off of the beach-
es of Massachusetts and southern Cali-
fornia and Maine and Maryland, New
Jersey, without new safety safeguards
being put in place—is that they kind of
pick a whole bunch of States that are
on the Atlantic Ocean and the Pacific
Ocean, but they leave out one State.

Now, why did they leave out that
State? I wonder why they left out Flor-
ida. Why isn’t Florida on the list? Why
did they exclude that one State out of
their systematic goal of increasing en-
ergy independence and compromising,
if necessary, the beaches of all of these
other States in the advancement of
that goal to help Exxon Mobile and BP
and Shell drill off of our coastline?
Why don’t they want to drill off of
Miami Beach? Why don’t they want to
drill off of Jacksonville’s beaches? Why
don’t they include Florida? Hmm. Ah,
Gore v. Bush. Florida could decide the
Presidential race. Ah. Oh, the Repub-
lican convention is in Florida this
year? Oh. They don’t want 1 million
people coming to protest the drilling
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off of the beaches of Florida? Oh. That
makes a lot of sense. That’s a good jus-
tification for excluding Florida, but
not Massachusetts, not Maine, not
Maryland, not Virginia. But Florida,
they’re out.

So all you have to know about the
blatant political nature of these bills is
that they’re intended to embarrass
President Obama, just as he has proven
he is a historically successful President
in increasing oil production in Amer-
ica. He has reduced oil dependence on
overseas sources from 57 percent down
to 45 percent—something George Bush
never did. In fact, it spiked to 57 per-
cent under his watch over 8 years.
That’s a long time to get something
done on that front—and he now has 50
percent more rigs in the Gulf of Mex-
ico. So this is really all about politics:
131 votes out here to help the oil and
gas industry, no votes out here to help
the wind and solar industry.

And the story line continues, even up
to the point where they exclude Flor-
ida. I mean, it’s so nakedly obvious
what is happening here in terms of the
political nature of what the Repub-
licans are doing on this subject. But
please, for the sake of the country, can
we get to an all-of-the-above strategy?
Can we get to something that actually
has you saying positively what you’re
going to do about the renewable energy
that we have in our country that can
make it possible for us to say to OPEC,
totally, that we don’t need your oil any
more than we need your sand? Can we
actually say that? Can we agree upon
that, that it’s a common goal and we
can find a way of giving the incentives
to the wind and solar industry in the
same way you do, over and over again,
want to give to the oil and gas indus-
try?

Please, let’s work together, as a com-
mon goal, as a country, to accomplish
that goal. Let’s not just favor oil and
gas. Let’s have an agenda that includes
all of the above. Because today is just
another repetition of the same syn-
drome that has an ancestor worship at
the altar of oil and gas that plagued us
in the 20th century but can be allevi-
ated, if we put together a plan to ex-
ploit all of our domestic resources, in
the 21st century. The agenda of the ma-
jority is sadly lacking in that area.

I urge an ‘“‘aye’ vote on this suspen-
sion vote.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, I yield myself the bal-
ance of my time.

First of all, I want to tell my good
friend from Massachusetts that I was
hoping he would thank me for intro-
ducing the bill because now he has an
opportunity to vote for the President’s
plan. I already mentioned that I was
going to vote against it. I was very
forthright. But now the gentleman
does have an opportunity to vote for
the President’s plan, so I wish that he
had thanked me for that.
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But I want to say this, Madam
Speaker: We already know that Ameri-
cans want to be less dependent on for-
eign energy. The Republican plan obvi-
ously does that. Americans also want
to have parts of the economy start
growing. Energy production is a way to
jump-start our economy with good
American jobs. So those are all givens.

But the rhetoric sometimes coming
from the other side is: Why are some
areas emphasized and some areas are
not? Because we use a very, very novel
approach to where we should sell leases
and explore for oil, and that is, very
simply, where we think the resources
are, and then people will bid on that
and take a chance and see if there are
resources. If there are, they will drill,
and the Federal Treasury and the
American people benefit.

A good case of that, by the way,
Madam Speaker, is in southern Cali-
fornia, because reference has been
made several times to southern Cali-
fornia, and specifically to Santa Bar-
bara, California, the Santa Barbara
Channel.

Now, the State Lands Commission
says that there are 1,200 natural occur-
ring seeps in the Santa Barbara Chan-
nel, and it’s estimated that coming out
of these naturally occurring seeps in
the Santa Barbara Channel is 55,000
barrels a year—each year. Experts have
concluded that that amount of seep
could be translated into enough fuel to
fuel the energy for Santa Barbara
County for 7% years. Now, that is a lot
of oil.

We believe the opportunity ought to
be to go—again, with the novel ap-
proach—where the o0il is. So that’s why
our approach says, okay, let’s open up
all these areas. Let’s allow the private
sector to ascertain if they want to pay
somebody for a lease to develop those
resources.
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That is in essence what this debate is
about.

And finally, let me conclude this
way, Mr. Speaker. The fact is that the
President’s plan reinstates the morato-
rium that existed going up to 2008. The
American people demanded that be 1lift-
ed with $4 gasoline, but this essentially
reinstates that.

I think that’s the wrong policy. So
we’ll have an opportunity today to
vote on two proposals: one that does
increase American energy and creates
American jobs, or one that maintains
the status quo. In fact, it doesn’t even
do that. It goes back and reestablishes
the moratorium and locks up 85 per-
cent of our resources.

So I urge a ‘‘no’” vote on this suspen-
sion bill, and a ‘‘yes’ vote on the sub-
sequent bill that we debated yesterday,
H.R. 6082.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker, |
voted for H.R. 6168, President Obama’s Pro-
posed 2012-2017 Offshore Drilling Lease Sale
Plan Act. | emphasize that this is a qualified
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support. The President’s plan maintains impor-
tant protections for the Pacific Coast, the At-
lantic Coast, and Bristol Bay. It is far better
than the Republican alternative, which would
open most of the American coastline to drill-
ing, and which would eliminate important envi-
ronmental safeguards in the process.

Should Congress move forward with the
President’s proposal, it should do so with care,
ensuring sufficient protection throughout the
process. In particular, | am concerned about
the potential permitting in Alaska. The Presi-
dent’s proposal does require additional re-
search and comprehensive analysis before ap-
proval of any project in Alaska, | underscore
the need to have a full understanding of the
impacts of drilling on the Alaskan ecosystems
before moving forward. Appropriate safe-
guards must be in place and | look forward to
working with the administration to ensure that
we move forward with projects only after being
confident that they do not pose a threat to the
environment, ecosystems, or existing local
economies in the area.

Our biggest priority should be reducing our
dependence on fossil fuels, regardless of
whether or not those fuels are obtained do-
mestically or internationally. | will continue to
work with my colleagues to support policies
that support clean energy production and en-
ergy efficiency.

Mr. HOLT. Madam Speaker, today we are
considering the so-called President Obama’s
Proposed 2012—2017 Offshore Drilling Lease
Sale Plan Act (H.R. 6168).

This legislation, to require the Department of
the Interior to conduct the very offshore drilling
plan they are already set to implement, has
been rushed to floor just so that the majority
could vote against it in a political stunt. Even
the sponsor of this bill will oppose it.

Although | have serious concerns with the
DOl’s plan to hold lease sales in the Arctic,
where spill response capabilities are virtually
nonexistent and the merits of opening this
pristine environment to drilling remain unclear,
the DOI's five-year plan stands in stark con-
trast to the House Republican plan for off-
shore oil and gas development.

The Republican plan amounts to yet another
attempt to open up nearly every last piece of
our public lands to drilling and hand even
more giveaways to Big Oil. It is important to
note that the President’s plan does not provide
for oil and gas lease sales off of the coast of
New Jersey.

For these reasons, | will vote for H.R. 6168.
But | want the RECORD to reflect that my vote
for this bill is not an endorsement of expanded
drilling in the Arctic or seismic exploration off
of the coast of New Jersey. | strongly oppose
drilling off of the coast of New Jersey and in
the Mid-Atlantic and | offered an amendment
to the bill we are considering to prevent any
new drilling in that region.

Along with my Democratic colleagues on the
Natural Resources Committee, | have offered
bills to implement the safety recommendations
of the National Commission on the Deepwater
Horizon Qil Spill and to establish a fee on in-
active leases as an incentive for oil companies
to begin producing on the lands they already
hold—of course, applying up-to-date environ-
mental and safety lessons. | also introduced
the Big Oil Bailout Prevention Act to make
sure that oil companies pay the full cost of
damages resulting from future oil spills.

We should be considering these important
reform bill not political stunts designed to let
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the majority pat themselves on the back about
what a good job they are doing to promote the
development of the natural resources that be-
long to all Americans.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 6168.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

——

CONGRESSIONAL REPLACEMENT
OF PRESIDENT OBAMA’S EN-
ERGY-RESTRICTING AND JOB-
LIMITING OFFSHORE DRILLING
PLAN

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and add extraneous material on
H.R. 6082.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 738 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 6082.

Will the gentlewoman from Missouri

(Mrs. EMERSON) Kkindly retake the
Chair.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
6082) to officially replace, within the
60-day Congressional review period
under the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act, President Obama’s Pro-
posed Final Outer Continental Shelf
0il & Gas Leasing Program (2012-2017)
with a congressional plan that will
conduct additional oil and natural gas
lease sales to promote offshore energy
development, job creation, and in-
creased domestic energy production to
ensure a more secure energy future in
the United States, and for other pur-
poses, with Mrs. EMERSON (Acting
Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose on Tuesday,
July 24, 2012, a request for a recorded
vote on amendment No. 8 printed in
part C of House Report 112-616 by the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS)
had been postponed.
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Pursuant to clause 6 of rule XVIII,
proceedings will now resume on those
amendments printed in part C of House
Report 112-616 on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed, in the fol-
lowing order:

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. HOLT of
New Jersey.

Amendment No. 4 by Mr. MARKEY of
Massachusetts.

Amendment No. 5 by Mr. MARKEY of
Massachusetts.

Amendment No. 6 by Mr. HoLT of
New Jersey.

Amendment No. 7 by Mr. HASTINGS of
Florida.

Amendment No. 8 by Mr. HASTINGS of
Florida.

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the minimum time for any electronic
vote after the first vote in this series.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. HOLT

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 163, noes 253,
not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 504]

AYES—163
Ackerman Deutch Loebsack
Andrews Dicks Lofgren, Zoe
Baca Dingell Lujan
Baldwin Doggett Lynch
Barber Dold Maloney
Bass (NH) Doyle Markey
Becerra Edwards Matsui
Berkley Ellison McCarthy (NY)
Berman Eshoo McCollum
Bishop (NY) Farr McGovern
Blumenauer Fattah McNerney
Bonamici Filner Michaud
Boswell Frank (MA) Miller (NC)
Brady (PA) Fudge Miller, George
Braley (IA) Grijalva Moore
Brown (FL) Gutierrez Moran
Buchanan Hahn Murphy (CT)
Butterfield Hanabusa Napolitano
Capps Hastings (FL) Neal
Capuano Heinrich Olver
Carnahan Higgins Pallone
Carney Himes Pascrell
Carson (IN) Hinchey Pastor (AZ)
Castor (FL) Hochul Pelosi
Chandler Holden Perlmutter
Chu Holt Peters
Cicilline Israel Pingree (ME)
Clarke (MI) Johnson (GA) Polis
Clarke (NY) Johnson (IL) Price (NC)
Clay Johnson, E. B. Quigley
Cleaver Jones Rahall
Clyburn Kaptur Rangel
Cohen Keating Reichert
Connolly (VA) Kildee Reyes
Conyers Kind Richardson
Cooper Kissell Rothman (NJ)
Courtney Kucinich Roybal-Allard
Crowley Langevin Ruppersberger
Cummings Larson (CT) Rush
Davis (CA) Lee (CA) Ryan (OH)
Davis (IL) Levin Sanchez, Linda
DeFazio Lewis (GA) T.
DeGette Lipinski Sanchez, Loretta
DeLauro LoBiondo Sarbanes

Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell
Sherman
Sires
Slaughter

Adams
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Altmire
Amash
Amodei
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (CA)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Cardoza
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Costello
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Critz
Cuellar
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donnelly (IN)
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach

Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Stark

Sutton
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney

Tonko

Towns

Tsongas

Van Hollen

NOES—253

Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Honda
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jordan
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
Long
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
MclIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Neugebauer
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Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Peterson
Petri

Pitts

Platts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey

Price (GA)
Quayle
Reed
Rehberg
Renacci
Ribble
Rigell
Rivera
Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Speier
Stearns
Stutzman
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner (NY)
Turner (OH)
Upton
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Webster
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)

July 25, 2012
NOT VOTING—15

Costa Hoyer Nadler
Engel Jackson (IL) Richmond
Garamendi Jackson Lee Stivers
Graves (GA) (TX) Woolsey
Hinojosa McDermott
Hirono Meeks
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Messrs. WALDEN, ROSS of Florida,
CARDOZA, and GARY G. MILLER of
California changed their vote from
“aye’ to ‘“no.”

Messrs. DOGGETT and BASS of New
Hampshire changed their vote from
“no” to ‘“‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall
vote No. 504 on H.R. 6082, | mistakenly re-
corded my vote as “no” when | should have
voted “yes.”

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. MARKEY

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MARKEY) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the noes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 158, noes 262,
not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 505]

is a 2-

AYES—158
Ackerman Davis (IL) Larson (CT)
Andrews DeFazio Lee (CA)
Baca DeGette Levin
Baldwin DeLauro Lewis (GA)
Barber Deutch Lipinski
Barrow Dicks LoBiondo
Bass (CA) Doggett Loebsack
Becerra Edwards Lofgren, Zoe
Berkley Ellison Lowey
Berman Engel Lynch
Bishop (GA) Eshoo Maloney
Bishop (NY) Farr Markey
Blumenauer Fattah Matsui
Bonamici Filner McCarthy (NY)
Boswell Fitzpatrick McCollum
Brady (PA) Fortenberry McGovern
Braley (IA) Frank (MA) McIntyre
Brown (FL) Fudge McNerney
Capps Gibson Meeks
Capuano Gutierrez Michaud
Carnahan Hahn Miller (NC)
Carney Hanabusa Miller, George
Carson (IN) Hastings (FL) Moore
Castor (FL) Higgins Moran
Chandler Hinchey Murphy (CT)
Chu Hochul Nadler
Cicilline Holt Napolitano
Clarke (MI) Honda Neal
Clarke (NY) Israel Olver
Clay Johnson (GA) Owens
Cleaver Johnson, E. B. Pallone
Clyburn Jones Pascrell
Cohen Kaptur Pastor (AZ)
Connolly (VA) Keating Pelosi
Conyers Kildee Peters
Costello Kind Pingree (ME)
Crowley Kissell Polis
Cummings Kucinich Price (NC)
Davis (CA) Langevin Quigley
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Rahall

Rangel

Reyes

Richardson

Rothman (NJ)

Roybal-Allard

Ruppersberger

Rush

Sanchez, Linda
T.

Sanchez, Loretta

Sarbanes

Schakowsky

Schiff

Schwartz

Adams
Aderholt
AKkin
Alexander
Altmire
Amash
Amodei
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Cardoza
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Critz
Cuellar
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Dold
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Foxx

Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sherman

Sires
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Stark

Sutton
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney

Tonko

Towns

NOES—262

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Heinrich
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Himes
Holden
Hoyer
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jordan
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKeon
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Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Woolsey
Yarmuth

McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Palazzo
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Peterson
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Quayle
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rigell
Rivera
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Sewell
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stearns
Stutzman
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner (NY)
Turner (OH)

Upton West Womack
Visclosky Westmoreland Woodall
Walberg Whitfield Yoder
Walden Wilson (SC) Young (AK)
Walsh (IL) Wittman Young (FL)
Webster Wolf Young (IN)

NOT VOTING—11
Garamendi Jackson (IL) Richmond
Grijalva Jackson Lee Rooney
Hinojosa (TX) Speier
Hirono McDermott Stivers
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So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Mr. ROONEY. Madam Chair, on rollcall No.
505, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “no.”

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. MARKEY

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MARKEY) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the noes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 189, noes 232,
not voting 10, as follows:

[Roll No. 506]

AYES—189
Ackerman Davis (IL) Jones
Altmire DeFazio Kaptur
Andrews DeGette Keating
Baca DeLauro Kildee
Baldwin Dent Kind
Barber Deutch Kissell
Bass (CA) Dicks Kucinich
Becerra Dingell Lance
Berkley Doggett Langevin
Berman Dold Larsen (WA)
Bilbray Donnelly (IN) Larson (CT)
Bishop (NY) Doyle Lee (CA)
Blumenauer Edwards Levin
Bonamici Ellison Lewis (GA)
Boswell Engel Lipinski
Brady (PA) Eshoo LoBiondo
Braley (IA) Farr Loebsack
Brown (FL) Fattah Lofgren, Zoe
Buchanan Filner Lowey
Butterfield Fitzpatrick Lujan
Capps Frank (MA) Lynch
Capuano Fudge Maloney
Cardoza Gibson Markey
Carnahan Gonzalez Matsui
Carney Green, Al McCarthy (NY)
Carson (IN) Green, Gene McCollum
Castor (FL) Grijalva McGovern
Chandler Gutierrez MeclIntyre
Chu Hahn McNerney
Cicilline Hanabusa Meeks
Clarke (MI) Hanna Michaud
Clarke (NY) Hastings (FL) Miller (NC)
Clay Heinrich Miller, George
Cleaver Higgins Moore
Clyburn Himes Moran
Cohen Hinchey Murphy (CT)
Connolly (VA) Hochul Nadler
Conyers Holden Napolitano
Cooper Holt Neal
Costello Honda Olver
Courtney Hoyer Owens
Crowley Israel Pallone
Cuellar Johnson (GA) Pascrell
Cummings Johnson (IL) Pastor (AZ)
Davis (CA) Johnson, E. B. Pelosi

Perlmutter
Peters
Pingree (ME)
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.

Adams
Aderholt
AKin
Alexander
Amash
Amodei
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Costa
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Critz
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach

Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell
Sherman
Shuler

Sires
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Speier
Stark
Sutton

NOES—232

Gibbs
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jordan
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Landry
Lankford
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
BE.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
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Thompson (CA)

Thompson (MS)

Tierney

Tonko

Towns

Van Hollen

Velazquez

Visclosky

Walz (MN)

Wasserman
Schultz

Watt

Waxman

Welch

Wilson (FL)

Woolsey

Yarmuth

Young (FL)

Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Palazzo
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Peterson
Petri

Pitts

Platts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey

Price (GA)
Quayle
Reed
Rehberg
Renacci
Ribble
Rigell
Rivera
Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stearns
Stutzman
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner (NY)
Turner (OH)
Upton
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Webster
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack